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'Andre' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Finally, after missing out a few times, I managed to get a new
movielist together. And I chose a good week for that! The Belgian
BRT seems to have made this weekend 'child actress weekend', and
ARD and BBC do something to enhance that! Perdita Weeks, Margaret
O'Brien, Asia Vieira, Eliza Dushku, Rebecca Smart. Need I say more?
Well then, just look!

--

Saturday, 11.00, ARD: Die Spur der roten Faesser (Germany, 1996, youth) -
 Meike Fellinger

During a holiday, four children, three boys and a girl, slowly uncover
a large case of environmental crime. Girls: ****

Saturday, 13.30, BRT1: The other woman (USA, 1995, drama) - Sarah
 Martineck, Lindsay Parker

A divorced woman and her two daughters all do not like her husband's
new wife. But when she hears that she has an incurable cancer, she
decides that she'll have to prepare the woman for being the children's
new mother. Girls: ***1/2

Saturday, 23.35, BRT1: In the cold light of day (Netherlands/UK, 1994,
 thriller) - Perdita Weeks

A detective is trying to solve the case of a (serial) child killer,
but when his boss forces a confession out of an inncoent man, he quits. 
He tries to get the man on his own, and befriends a woman and her 
daughter. He tries to use the daughter as bait for the killer.
Girls: *****, quality: **

Saturday, 0.10, ARD: Deadly Invasion: The killer bee nightmare
 (USA, 1995, thriller)

The home of a Californian family is attacked by killer bees.

Sunday, 13.55, BRT1: Meet me in St. Louis (USA, 1944) - Margaret O'
 Brien (7), Joan Carroll (11)

The life of a family in St. Louis, 1903. Girls: *****, quality:
 ****

Sunday, 21.10, RTL4: The good mother (USA, 1988) - Asia Vieira (6)

A single woman lives for her 6 year old daughter, but when her
boyfriend allows the girl to touch his penis, a heavy custody fight
with her ex-husband starts. Girls: ****, quality: **

Sunday, 0.40, BBC2: That night (USA/France, 1992, drama) - Eliza Dushku 
 (11c10), Katherine Heigl (13), Sarah Joy Stevenson (12)

A 10 year old girl is fascinated by her neighbour girl, a 17 year old
typical rebellious teenager, and spies on her. She becomes close to
the girl and her no-good boyfriend, and helps the two. Girls:*****

Sunday, 1.25, ARD: Celia: Child of terror (Australia, 1988, drama)
 - Rebecca Smart (9)

Celia may not play with her neighbourhood kids, because her parents
are communists. Then her rabbit is killed as well (because of
myxomatosis). She gets mad, real mad. And can't distinguish fantasy
and truth any more. Girls: *****
DW

Tuesday, 23.00, ZDF: See Jane run (USA, 1995, drama) - Tiffany Taubman
 and others, among which Madeline Zima

A woman who is trying to regain her memory discovers her husband,
a pediatric surgeon, is abusing their daughter and some of the 
children in his care. Girls: ***1/2

--

Possible girl lover interest:

Saturday, 22.40, TV10: Running out (USA, 1983) - Toni Kalem
A woman, who has left her husband and daughter a few years before,
tries to get back into their lifes.

Tuesday, 20.25, BRT1: To Sir with love 2 (USA, 1996, drama)
A retired teacher tries to teach history to a group of hard-to-handle
children.

--

'Quilty' wrote:
> The publisher put me in touch with another author who had been working 
> on the same project for longer than me and while, naturally, there was 
> some overlap, there was a ton of films on his list I'd never heard of, 
> let alone seen.

Might it be 'Sir A.J.' from this same list, by incidence?

> Many of these are the "Made for tv" type movies, but I 
> have revised my book to include as many of his titles that seemed to fit 
> as possible. So the "Quilty Guide to Nymphets in the Movies" now 
> contains over 700 descriptions of full length movies featuring young 
> girls. It will be comprehensive, easy to use and heavily illustrated 
> and I hope everyone will BUY a copy and keep it on top of their tv
> set!

I sure will, although it will be closer to my computer than my TV
set, I guess.

> So as a teaser, here's a sample page of entires, and please note that 
> it is all copyright 1998 by Passion Press.

Maybe I could help you with some more titles? I have a long list
myself, although I have not seen most of them. For the part you showed
I have also:

"A Mother's Revenge" (1993) with Alison Mack
"My father the hero" (1994) with Katherine Heigl
"My Girl part 2" (????) with Anna Chlumsky
"Mystery at Fire Island" (1981) with Beth Ehlers
"Namu, the Killer Whale" (1966) with Robin Mattson

... and that's assuming that the titles starting with "Mr.", "Mrs."
or "Ms." are somewhere else altogether

----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Quietguy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone!

This is my first post after lurking for a few months.

Just as a small introduction, I am a 20-something university 
student from Australia.

My own realisation that I was a gl was much like how many
gay people came to realise they were gay. That is, I didn't
really know what I felt until a few years ago when I
realised that 12-16yr olds had suddenly became totally
irresistable to me.

Since that revelation, I grew to understand why I love
these girls so much and it is that they are so carefree
and not yet jaded by all the evils in this world. I am
careful to not typecast them as innocent angels because I
think that is a myth imposed on them by adults.

Anyway, I reckon, as a way of identifying each other in
public, without other members of the public understanding 
what we mean we should call ourselves teddy bears. (Kinda
like a code word or a secret handshake).

Why teddy bears? Because it's something that all lg's love
to hold and cuddle and I for one, would love to be held and
cuddled and loved like the real teddy bears.

It's great to be in such an understanding environment with
our very difficult orientation. Through understanding our
plight in the world, I have better understood the
persecution that homosexuals and other fringe groups
had to endure before being allowed the freedom to live 
their lives the way that makes them the happiest.

I think our battle is much more difficult, but parallels what
homosexuals had suffered.

Well I hope I haven't bored you all with my little bit. I
really like the idea of something like a secret handshake. People
could meet each other in real life without the danger of revealing 
our preferences. If you told someone who was not on this list that
you were a teddy bear, they would only think you were a little
eccentric. On the other hand, if you said you love lg's, they'd
probably call the police.

  [ Unfortunatly there are gay men who call themselves 'bears',
    big and plump with beards usually, kind of like Grizzly Adams,
    so you might find yourself being cruised by someone with a
    penchant for leather if you go round telling other men 
    you're a 'teddy bear' :)  

    Gay men used to have similar 'code words' - "I'm very musical" 
    or "he's got a musical bent" was one.  There were also in-jokes
    about 'chicken sexing', chicken being underage boys, as in
    "He can sex a chicken at a hundred yards...". ]

Tell me what you think of this idea.

Bye!

'Quietguy'
----------------------------------------------------------------------





'Sanctuary'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Und-R-Ten' wrote:
>I don't know how far in detail I can go here on ASGL.

I have gone into great detail here because it is a safe environment.
It is great to have a place where I can speak my mind and find
comfort, correction, and instruction from friends. Still, it would be 
best to leave out details that would reveal your true name and 
location although Ianthe usually edits them out if you leave them 
in. I hope you find a home here.

'Sanctuary'
----------------------------------------------------------------------


'Sunstorm' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

As to the debate of whether fathers (or lack of them) encourages,
discourages, or plays no role in the accessability of girls to 
girl lovers, I would have to throw my 2 cents in here.

In a certain time in the past I was lucky enough to have had close sexual
and emotional relationships with 5 teenage girls in a period of 4 years.  I
was almost old enough to be their father. In 4 out of 5 of these cases the
father was either dead or the parents were divorced. I can tell you that
these girls  were the ones being aggressive in pursuit of me, not the other
way around, until later, of course.  Say what you will, but I am _sure_
that the lack of a strong male figure in their lives was one of the keys to
their interest in me.  Not to say that this is the sole determining factor,
but I think it whetted their appetite for a man in their lives. When they
found one they liked, who showed interest in them, they were as 'easy to
pluck as ripe fruit'.

This is not to say that one can't make headway with a girl who has a Dad.
Lo has a Dad.  But without one, the girls are truely vulnerable.  It goes
without saying that if you aren't truely interested in them, you should 
not take advantage of their situation.

Whoever gave the description of  Is_Slottet, thank you. Does anybody know
where, on the net, or otherwise, to order foreign films such as these? I
have tried a number of web sites, and although many claim to have 
'20 thousand movies', they never seem to have the girl lover movies.  
So where do you look????

'Sunstorm'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Annabel Lee'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Sanctuary' wrote:
>>'Annabel Lee' wrote:
>>Much of the reason that I haven't been reading this newsletter or 
>>anything else having to do with pedophilia is that it keeps bringing 
>>up this pain.
>
>I am sorry to hear this. I have received much encouragement from
>knowing that there are people on this list who love children as I do.
>Some people will never understand but some will :-)

Don't misunderstand me, it's not the list per se that causes the pain, it's
just that every time I think about the issue, it reminds me of all the
hatred in the world towards us.  It's just easier to not think about it at
all.  Lately, I've even found myself unable to watch the news because of
the chance that the issue will come up.

I also receive a great deal of encouragement from knowing that there are
people who accept me for what I am but I just don't seem to be able to
think of the list in a real enough way for it to help much.

Sincerely,

'Annabel Lee'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

A friend, who is a boy-lover himself, sent me this flyer.

--

_The other side of the medal_ - a study conference.  
Rotterdam, 18th December 1998.


Today it's hard to imagine, but it's less than twenty years ago that 
sexuality between youths and adults was discussed almost only in a 
positive sense. When experiential experts started to get out in the 
open about sexual violence that they had undergone in their youth, 
they originally had much hardship to get a hearing. Only gradually 
it was realized how intensely such experiences can determine a
person's life.

Nowadays stories and theories about sexual abuse fully dominate the 
image of sexuality in which children and youths are involved; even 
when talking about children of different ages it seems that the
theme can only be dealt with in terms of perpetrators and victims. 
And, not to be forgotten, the care workers who set themselves up as 
the only who can make the two other categories function in society
again. The pendulum has completely swung to the other side, so now 
those with positive experiences and research results find little or 
no ear.

To, after a long time, shed light on this side of the medal again, 
the church institution KSA has organized a study conference, in 
which the American psychologists Bruce Rind and Robert Bauserman
(under reserve) have been invited as main speakers. In professional 
circles Bauserman and Rind in recent years have distinguished 
themselves by their publications of meta-analyses: Research on
(sexuological) research. Their most spectacular conclusion: almost 
all available research shows that among men who in their youth had 
sexual experiences with adults, there is a majority who looks back
on that without displeasure, and with whom no lasting damage can be 
shown. Among women with such experiences this is true for a 
considerable minority.

In a time where almost every detective, public prosecutor, politician, 
therapist or priest is convinced that every sexual experience of a 
youth by definition results in severe, lasting damage, it is 
worthwhile to test this 'opinion chic'. In the first place to test 
it to the meta-analyses of Rind and Bauserman and those of their 
predecessor in the eighties, Larry Constantine, but also on the 
insights of Dutch scientists and social workers who have not fully 
conformed to existing ideas when their own experiences and insights
appeared to be contrary to them.

There is probably noone left who openly claims that sexual 
experiences of youths with adults are never harmful and always 
beneficial. It is now time to nuance the as categorical claims of 
the opposite by finally again illuminating the other, positive side.

--

List of Speakers:

Main Speakers:

 * Prof. Dr. Bruce Rind, professor in psychology at the Temple
   University in Philadelphia
 * Dr. Robert Bauserman, assistant professor at the Faculty of
   Psychology of the University of Michigan (under reserve)

Introducer and chairman:

 * Rev. Hans Visser, Paulus church, Rotterdam

Other Speakers:

 * Prof. Dr. G.W. van Dijk, professor extraordinary, connected to
   the NVSH
 * Dr. Gert Hekma, assistant professor Homosexual studies on the
   University of Amsterdam
 * Dr. A.L. van Naerssen, connected to the department of Clinical
   Psychology of the University Utrecht
 * Mr. R. Krens, experiential expert [never heared the term before,
   but it probably means he's a former loved boy - Desire]
 * Dr. W. Sengers, psychiatrist
 * Rev. W. Weersma

----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

"You should have children of your own," remarked my landlady last
Saturday. It made me sad. Yes, there's little I would want more than
have a child (or children) of my own. But at the same time I realize
that I will be about the last person in this world to have them. Slim
are the chances that I would ever find a woman willing to spend her
life with me - and they're right. And I'm also not the kind of guy
who can do it alone. Sometimes this world just isn't fair.

Anyway, I should not be too negative. I mean, it's not like I do not
have girls in my life. Firstly, there's Marleen. Maybe in a few
weekends I get to see her again. But I'm not sure, I still have to
choose whether I go to the place where she might be, or to another.
The other one is better in other aspects, but meeting Marleen... If I
was sure she'd come, I'd be sure where to go. In fact, I think I go
there anyway. Those adults at the other place are nice, but I already
see them twice each month or so.

And the Michaela and Alyson. I don't really know what Alyson thinks
about me. Sometimes she loves to play. At other times she seems to
prefer not seeing me at all. Take last week. She was standing in the
living room, hands in her side. "Are you doing gymnastics?" I smiled.
"She's dancing," her grandmother volunteered. I would like to watch,
but she made clear that she didn't want me to, so I went straight to
the toilet (where I was originally heading). When coming back, I 
again took speed, so as not to disturb her, but she called me to
come, and talked with me a few lines. But then I had to go quick, 
before she started her 'dancing' again. Strange girl. This Saturday 
she seemed afraid I wanted to touch her. When I explained her that 
the only reason I was spreading out my arms behind her was because I 
was afraid she would be falling, things were okay again. Michaela is
much clearer. She just loves talking to me. I guess I'm her sounding
board :-).

--

'Florian' wrote:
> Believe me, I too have tried to search for a word which can truly
> represent our lifestyle.  I have thought of terms such as: girl/boy
> lovers and intergenerationalists.  But the best I could think of
> was paedosexuals, because at least this term puts us on a verbal
> par with heterosexuals, homosexuals, bisexuals, transexuals, etc.

And that's exactly the word I like least. It puts too much emphasis
on just the 'sex' part. Yes, we're paedosexuals, certainly. But we're
also much more than just that. No need to stress that part even
further; people already think too much that we're ONLY in it for the
sex.

--

> An attempt by public libraries in Loudoun County, Va., to
> use Internet blocking software as a method of preventing
> patrons from viewing pornography is unconstitutional, a
> federal judge has ruled.

What made me sad about this case is that blocking computers is
regarded as against the 1st Amendment, but the same judge also said that
it would be okay to have some blocked and some unblocked computers,
and allow children only to blocked computers. Apparently children do
not have First Amendment protection. If they miss even that, how can
we ever hope them to get all those other things they need?

'Desire'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Und-R-Ten' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings to my fellow Girl Lovers.  I was glad to see my first post was 
posted so quickly!  

I have a quick question for everyone.  I used to have contact with a 
fellow Girl Lover.  He had the same feelings as I do about getting 
those unsought free peeks up girls skirts and seeing those awsome 
cotton panties in those cute pastels and colors.  

Before I lost all contact with him, he told that me he had a rather large 
collection of old Romper Room episodes.  I have tried all kinds of 
searches via the net to see if I could get ahold of them but have turned 
up empty.  Do any of you fellow Girl Lovers know where I can get ahold 
of these old shows? 

Please let me know.  Also, please let me know if there are any others 
who share my intreset in girls' panties.  I actually have a pretty large 
collection of them. I would love to find out that I'm not the only 
one with a drawer full of children's dirty panties.  :)

Thanks,
'Und-R-Ten' 
-------------------------------------------------------------------


'Daveboy' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

'Und-R-ten' wrote:
>Well,  I'm glad to see there is a place for us girl lovers to 
>confide in each other in a flame and spam free environment.
<snip>  
>I don't know how far in detail I can go here on ASGL.  Maybe 
>I will when I see this is posted.  

A warm welcome to you, I think you CAN go into detail here as long
as you stick to the facts and don't go into those graphical and 
fluid-soaked cliches that belong in those fantasy stories :-)

I'm sure Ianthe will put me right!

I look forward to reading more from you...

--

'Simon' wrote:
>I thought about leaving Germany, but when I hear that I think it is 
>better to stay here or move just a few meters further west..... Dutch 
>people are so nice and Dutch girls are probhaply the most beautiful 
>girls in the world!

Isn't the AOC low in Holland?..  12 I think!...  ;-)

>Most of the pedos that I met there were boy-lovers (in fact I 
>was the only pure GL) so 
>we went to a gay-bar to have a drink (we were 8 men). 
>After quite a while one of the BLs got a drink 
>from a man sitting at the bar. This man also made the waiter ask 
>if he may sit at our table...... oooops! So we looked at each 
>other, smiled and anwered: yes, if he can stand it! ;-)
>
>Of course this man asked who of us was gay and who not. The 
>answers were like: "I am a bit" or "not really in fact" me: 
>"No, not at all!"  Of course he was a bit confused about 
>these kind of answers and started asking more, until we told 
>him we were pedophiles. First thing he did was ordering a
>"Schnaps" (is there an English word for it?). But he was 
>really interested in it and asked and asked. It was a very nice 
>day!

Wow!!!... That sounds amazing, I read a news article on Fresh Petals 
about a guy in London that was tortured to death by 'Pedo Bashers' 
(?) just because he was SUSPECTED of being a paedophile so if your
account is accurate, it gives us all hope.

Maybe it was because of the 'safety in numbers' rule, and I wonder
if the same thing would have happened if you had been on your own,
but I hope that it would have!!

I'm curious as to how you all came to trust each other to enable
you to meet up?, surely, there's ALWAYS a risk in any forum (inc 
THIS one) that at least one person could be 'not what they seem' 
so to speak. Like others, I have expressed a wish to 'meet up' 
but I can't think of a foolproof / safe way that it could take 
place and the risks put me off. (especially after reading that 
article on Fresh Petals!)

>Outing has nearly become a hobby of mine. You can not imagine
>how many people are interested in the feeling we have without 
>judging about us. 

Can this be for real!!!!. I daren't even tell my pet cat!
Simon, please may I come to your land, it sounds like Utopia 
compared to the UK (well... at least for us)

Anyway... Regarding all the other posts in response to
mine about finding a name other than 'Paedophile' for people 
like us. I'd just like to say thanks to all who posted and made
alot of very sensible points.

I accept that it doesn't change ME (that's obvious!) and also that
I AM still a Paedophile as defined by the discription ' Adult who 
is sexualy attracted to children' but, as alot of you said, it's much
more than just THAT, isn't it. That BL**DY word does NOT accurately 
describe US... now does it..!

On this topic, 'Freddy' sugested...

  'Those Really Nice People Who Like Little Girls, 
   But Not Just Sexually Although That Too, 
   But Please Look At The Whole Of Us And Don't 
   Condemn Us For Something You Don't Really Understand Society'

Actually, I think that's a brilliant idea!.. But just use the first
letter of each word..so.. When asked about your sexual preference
you could reply...
      
        "Errrm... well... I'm a TRNPWLLGBNJSATTBPLATWOUADCUFSYDRUS"

   [ They would think, "poor man, he's dyslexic..." :)

At least you would then be invited to explain just WHAT one of THEM 
was... and here you could cautiously enter into a dialogue about love 
and respect for children, instead of saying " Oh... I'm a Paedophile " 
( Remember, they are hearing CHILD MOLESTER here ) and then spending 
your time picking your teeth out of a pool of blood at your feet! 8-)

I guess I was just letting off steam... ( Hey, that's what this 
forum's all about, isn't it?).

'Daveboy'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'El Loco'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Und-R-ten''s tale has inspired me to write!  Recently I was helping a
single mom w/ 3 kids move into a new house. Because of a foul-up with the
utility man, we ended up waiting a long time in the new house.  Mom was on
the phone and the two little ones got a bath. One was a real pretty preteen
girl.  I could hear them laughing and screaming behind the bathroom door-
thinking "If there's a god, let me get one glimpse"  The girl comes into
the bedroom with just a white terry cloth wrapped around her waist. The
steam is floating around her from the bathroom and her chest is gleaming
from the bath water. Her black hair is all curly.  She smiles at me and
sits down on the bed next to mom (who is still on the phone) I got to see
her for a full 10 to 15 minutes.  This is a TRUE story.  How was it
different from pictures?  Mostly in pics you loose scale - meaning how
small girls really are - with pics you mentally resize them to adult 
size if there's nothing else in the pic to relate size to - a chair 
for example.

'El Loco'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sunstorm' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Freddy' wrote:
>Something that 'Lumiere' wrote concerns me:
>
>>We got up to leave, rejoin my "adoptive"
>>family, and I told her that it was pleasure meeting her,
>>and -- because I had
>>to, you see -- I hugged her.  She was rather
>>shocked.  The next time I
>>saw her, about a month later, she may have said
>>'hi' to me once, and
>>that was it, she wouldn't even look at me the
>>rest of the time.
>>A---- told me that she didn't like me because I'd
>>hugged her.  I'm stupid like that.
>
>Ok, what annoys me about this? I'm sure 'Lumiere'
>knows, as he does say he's stupid, although I'm
>pretty sure he isn't. It's about personal space.
>Perhaps it's just me, because frankly I don't like
>being hugged, touched or in any way infiringed upon my
>person by a stranger, or even someone I know,
>without being asked. It may seem trivial, but what
>Lumiere did to this girl was wrong, becuase he did
>not ask her permission. No wonder she won't speak
>to him. Lumiere, you owe this a girl an apology.

Yo, Freddy, give the guy a break.  Don't tell me you never had so much fun
with an lg and got so carried away that you didn't feel the most natural
thing in the world would have been to give the kid a hug or a little kiss?
I'm sure L. felt he was close enough to her so that would have been ok.

While it's true nobody likes to be groped,  touched or kissed, especially
when they don't like somebody, the showing of a little physical affection
is not so terrible. I hardly think L needs to put on sackcloth and ashes
because he made a mistake in judgement.  He hurt himself a lot more than
he hurt the girl.

The problem, Lumiere, is you can never figure lg's. Once I made an
innoccuous comment to a girl at a nudist camp about her breasts. She never
talked to me again. Another time I was invited to the home of two sisters
I'd known from another nudist camp. I'd played naked with these girls, and
held them nude in my arms in the pool. While at the house we were going to
go skiing. I went into the girl's room in the morning (was not sneaking)
and was kidding the older one because she was being lazy and not getting
up. I gave her a peck on the cheek. That was it. She was wierd and cold to
me all day long, and I never saw them again. Just goes to show: we all make
mistakes. Just don't make them twice. Restrain your emotions until you know
for SURE what they want, or else ask.  You don't "owe" the girl an apology
for being sweet to her.  I think we should stop beating up on ourselves
because we dare to show a little affection from time to time. I think the
girl overreacted and I think Freddy overreacted too.

'Sunstorm'
-------------------------------------------------------------------


'Lumiere' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello,
>'Freddy' writes:
>Something that 'Lumiere' wrote concerns me:
>
>>We got up to leave... and -- because I had
>>to, you see -- I hugged her.  She was rather
>>shocked.  The next time I
>>saw her, about a month later... she wouldn't even look at me the
>>rest of the time.
>>A---- told me that she didn't like me because I'd
>>hugged her.  I'm stupid like that.
>
>I'm sure 'Lumiere' knows, as he does say he's stupid, although I'm
>pretty sure he isn't. 

No, I am.  Trust me; I have no 'savoir faire'.  I'm about as socially 
backwards as you can get and not be ridiculously so.

>Lumiere, you owe this a girl an apology.

It's much easier just to ignore her forever.

>Ok, if you asked her for her a hug, she might have
>said, "no, thanks", but thats her choice.

I know it wasn't nice, but, well, sometimes I get desperate.  And I 
figure, you know, hugs are nice, the world would be a much nicer place 
if we all gave each other a hug, right?  I've always had a huge problem 
with personal space; I can't have anyone touch me and I can't touch 
anyone, and it takes a conscious effort to overcome that.  That's why I 
have no savoir faire; I'm so isolated from people sometimes.  I can't 
connect to them, they're all an enigma to me, everyone.  Sorry.  I'm 
rambling.  Disregard most of that.

>But don't be offended, we're on the same side!

It's all right, I never really consciously realized that, I always 
thought it was just me who didn't like people touching them, although 
it's not that I don't like it, it's just uncomfortable, I'll stop now.

That's about all for now, I'm sure I'll think of something a bit later.

'Lumiere'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Spelvin' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr. Freddo E. Sprezzante looked down his glasses at me.  I have 
alwaysed wondered how he did that, since I am at least six inches taller 
than he is.  "Well, tell me about how you've been doing since last 
week."

"I've been substituting in a day care center."

"And?"

He obviously wanted to know if I managed to keep my impulses to myself, 
but I wanted to deprive him of that satisfaction.  "There was a 
four-year-old girl in my class who seems like a natural-born leader.  
Everything she suggests doing, the rest of the class wants to do."

"And?"

Now he probably wanted to know if I took indecent liberties with that 
particular child, but I stayed off the subject.  "After a while, I got 
to seeing her in an adult role, so I was surprised one day when she peed 
on herself and had to change her clothes.  So I've been wondering if 
I've been overlooking her needs in her role as a child." 

Something told me that Dr. Sprezzante wanted to know if I peeked at the 
child while she changed clothes.  Of course I didn't, because I was too 
busy with my job.  But I didn't even address that question.  

"But you're getting off onto Transactional Analysis.  
Right now I'm not here to talk about Transactional Analysis, I'm here to 
talk about you."

I tried another topic.  "There was another kid who was misbehaving."

Dr. Sprezzante was obviously waiting for me to deny physically abusing 
the child so he could diagnose me as having guilty feelings.  But I 
didn't want him to have that satisfaction, either.  "In the book 'The 
One-Minute Scolding,'  it said to make physical contact when you correct 
a child.  So I put my hand on the child's tummy and he tried to pull it 
off. So I've been wondering if I've been using that book as an excuse 
for infringing on a child's right not to be touched if the child does 
not so wish."

Dr. Sprezzante said, "But I'm not here to talk about some book or 
theory you've read.  I'm here to talk about you."

I made one more attempt to find a topic which this intimidating pontiff 
wouldn't find fault with.  "When another class came out on the 
playground, it was time for me to bring my class inside.  When we got 
halfway up the hallway, one of the children reminded me of a child whom 
I had forgotten to round up.  So I herded them all back to the 
playground to get the one child that I missed.

"There was the girl, standing at the fence and looking very frightened.  
So from then on, I made a list of the kids everytime we went outside.

"I made a serious mistake which I was ashamed of, but I corrected that 
the next day by making a checklist of all the children I take outside.  
So in a way, I'm proud of my creative problem-solving skill.  So I'm 
confident that I'll never traumatize that child again."

I had to listen to Dr. Sprezzante's refrain again.  "But I'm not here 
to talk about that child, I'm here to talk about you.  You're always 
avoiding the issue by bringing up a thousand and one different books and 
theories and anything else you can find, because you're too scared to 
look inside yourself and find what's inside you."

I sat in silence, trying to think of something to say which the 
pontifical potentate wouldn't find fault with.  He broke the silence by 
asking, "Well?  What's on your mind!"

"I'm thinking about how disappointed I feel.  I haven't gotten anything 
out of these sessions but frustration."

"That's because of your all-for-me attitude.  You're going to be 
frustrated as long as you can't talk about anything but yourself." 

------------------------------------------------------------------



'Ian' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello all,

There has been talk of how to act/live as a p*do. There are a few ways. 

1) Change your life and forget about girls 

2) Restrict your girl loving lifestyle and maintain secrecy while 
either living solo or while married 

3) living openly among others and pursue girlfriends, erotica or sex    

In any of these lifestyles one could - in addition - either be a 
'low profile' activist or a 'high profile' activist.    Finally, while
engaged in a certain lifestyle one could portray to others either a 
lifestyle in line with your true lifestyle, or one that is just a 
'portrait' you want others to believe about you.

True, living anonymously and in secrecy, and alone in your lifestyle, 
will keep you from trouble, but will also keep you from living normally, 
meeting others like-minded, creates stress, and can also limit your 
opportunities as far as the young girl lifestyle. Alternately, living 
openly is tricky, opening some doors and closing some others, but may
in the long run pay off and get you and us farther! 

Here is the bottom line. One needs to use certain measures to protect 
one's reputation; but to live this lifestyle and try fight for our cause 
solo is to hail "defeat", die a slow aganizing death, never get true 
satisfaction in one's life, and never make our future any better. We need 
also to be strong and open to interact with other like minded people and 
gather in order to make our side stronger and accumalate each person's 
strengths to use for our progress. This would also help to make us more 
believable and will allow us to GET SOMEWHERE! Because of Jock Sturges 
reputation, friends, money, good legal involvement etc., he was able to 
overcome not only his eroneous charge of child p*rn, but also his 
own thing with a 14 year old! (who claimed she was unharmed in any way).

Individuals can live anonymously and titillate themselves with nude 
books and have an otherwise boring, depressing, lonely, and possibly 
suicidal life. Alternately, one can join together for the betterment of 
our and other people's lives so that we can make thing better!!!

Everything goes in a cycle - music such as disco, dictatorships like in 
Germany, religious and right wing movements etc. They all have a life 
cycle that if unnatural - eventually fail. (some in decades, some in 
centuries unfortunately). Be patient to get through the obstacles and 
organize a pro-pe*o campaign and take it on the road! We have to use the 
(not thought of for our cause) obvious and usual methods people use for 
any progress with a movement. Things can, do, and will change - look how 
missionaries, right wingers, and self fullfilling political campaigners 
and rich people use various tools to brainwash and control masses of 
people including war, bribes, money, threats, campaigns, media, lawyers, 
government officials, corruption, and suppression etc, and dont forget-- 
the gathering of these tools and people on their side to try and 
accomplish a goal. Look what missionaries, leaders, politicians, music 
bands etc have accomplished. They have changed the way people of society 
think and act (their lifestyle), took over part of the world, gained 
enormous success and power - for politicians, and tremendous worldwide 
fame and $Millions - for bands!

Anyway, so the world didn't use to be puritan... You see!! So there is no 
reason why we can't prove the fallacies of our world, then educate and 
change this back to normal before all the brainwashing, killing, and 
manipulation and peer pressure fu**ed up society; especially since there 
is nothing wrong with relationships, sex, and erotic materials in and 
of themselves - this means they are healthy, normal, and natural for 
ANYONE (including young people), just as fruit is!     

If this pe*o stuff would be out there more, eventually people would see 
the light, or at least get used to it, and then it would become more 
normal for society. The same thing has happened with the gay paople and 
the idea of homosexuality (I know not everyone advocates it though bla 
bla)

Well, I hope you all had a good Thanks For Giving (us young girls) Day! 
Hee hee :) 

Let me know what you think....

--

Hello again :)

I just saw 'Billboard Dad' the other day...  OH MY GOOOOD!!! My eyes 
were popping out again and my video got a good work out with the 
pausing!! Those Olsens are sOOOOOOO  Yummy!! Damn, it was such a GREAT 
girl watching movie- they are so cute, sexy, adorable in their acting, 
and it was a nice positive movie. On top of that, it had one of them with 
a crush on a college swim coach!!!, lovely swimsuit shots, even a couple 
panty shots! There was plenty of quality viewing in this department :)

At one point a reporter talked about what they did and said "and it was 
all done by these babes"!! Yeah, she got That right!!! Damn....

And in the beginning of the movie one of them asked the viewer "if you're 
gonna have a fantasy, why hold back?"!!! Oh My GOD!!! I loved it and 
highly recommend it. The cool thing about this is, they aren't playing 
young girls, they ARE young girls!!! :)   Its also nice to listen to 
young girls no? especially if they sing a song right? Well, thanks to 
the Olsens again! They have a few CDs out and tthey sound lovely! By the 
way, there are other famous young girls (like actors) that have CDs out. 
Ill have to check out their new show on tv....

There is a song by a rock band that was also covered by another more 
aggressive one; song is called "So What" where they sing " I fuc*ed 
this, and I fuc*ed that. I even fuc*ed a school girl twice, so what,   
so what". 

Isn't that girl from the show All That the cutesst thing in the world? 
She is sOOOOO adorable and cute; I love it :)

Guess what? There are other Lolita movies out there including foreign 
ones. I just saw Beau Pere; its French with subtitles in English (at 
least mine) and means Step Father. Boy, isn't that a continuing theme!!! 
;)  Anyway she is an older but young looking thing playing a young girl 
but its still a nice movie, is titillating, shes cute, and theres a nude 
love scene!! At one point the stepdad says "Im not quite old enough to 
go for little girls" He is 29.5 yrs and she 14yrs. Another point she 
says to him when trying to seduce him "I am a woman fully functional; 
all systems go!"

You should check out Village Voice I think it was an issue in summer on 
Lolita. They tell of, like, 23 other Lolita movies out there!! I loved the 
recent Lolita, but I like the more positive attitude in the end in 
Pretty Baby along with the fact that Ms Shields wasnt playing young, she 
was! Im glad though that Lolita was just young enough to have a few 
young girl features still. I think 13yrs and sometimes 14yrs is like the 
max age one can call a girl young.

Comments always welcome! I'll talk to ya later, 

'Ian'
----------------------------------------------------------------------


'Beamish' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

I wrote:
>Ianthe... I can't recall seeing a post I submitted recently about
>the Jeremy Strohmeyer interview on "20/20". Did you get it? It
>would have been 3 posts ago, counting this post. Also, I switched
>e-mail programs from Netscape Mail to Outlook Express. I have my
>line length set to 67, the same as it was in Netscape. Let me know
>if I need to fine tune it. Thanks!

Ianthe responded:
>  [ Line length is fine, but what is this interview ? ]

A few weeks ago Jeremy Strohmeyer was interviewed on a TV
journalistic show called "20/20". It airs on ABC here in the USA.
For those of you who don't know who Jeremy Strohmeyer is, he is the
teenager convicted to life without parole for raping and murdering
a little girl in a women's restroom in a Casino outside of Las
Vegas, Nevada. What infuriated me about the whole interview was
that he said he was like any other normal human being, and that he
wasn't a child molester. (Note: the actual term used was pedophile,
but we all know the difference between pedophiles and child
molesters.) He said that child pornography found on his computer
was not asked for. Why then, did he *keep* it?!? Hell if someone
sends me something that I don't want, I get rid of it. Doesn't
everybody? Not a child molester? HA! Why then did he *rape*
Sherrice Iverson before killing her? The whole of the interview in
my eyes, seemed to cast blame on his birth parents who were both
mentally unstable individuals, so therefore, Jeremy himself was
mentally unstable. Maybe so, but to even put out the suggestion
that his parents are to blame for the rape and murder of that
little girl is unspeakable! Did anyone else see that interview? If
so, please add your comments. I'd love to know what you thought of
it. Thanks.

--

'rasputin's dog' wrote:
>I am a new suscriber and I would just like to announce my arrival.
>I will have things to post later as I begin to feel comfortable.
>Till then.

Welcome 'rasputin's dog'! I hope you find what you are looking for
here. I am looking forward to getting to know you.

--

'Und-R-ten' wrote:
>Well,  I'm glad to see there is a place for us girl lovers to
>confide in each other in a flame and spam free environment.
>I've been a Girl Lover for years and have had some great
>relationships with some beautiful pre teen girls.  Right now
>I have a female friend who has a pre teen daughter who I am
>becoming very close with and my friendship with this child
>is encouraged my her family.  It is a great and secure feeling
>that our relationship and closeness is encouraged.

Welcome to ASGL-L, 'Und-R-ten', and what a *great* nickname! I
enjoyed hearing about your friendship with your friend's little
daughter. Having a parent who doesn't mind your relationship with
their child is a rare commodity. I had that many years ago with a
girl I had known from age 8-12. But when the relationship became
"illegally physical", and her parents found out, I was forbidden to
see her anymore. Good luck with your child friend and her parents.

>I would like to tell you all a true tale that happened about
>3 months ago.  Being a girl lover I have to admit my guilt
>at being quite the voyeur.  You see, whenever I get the chance
>to, especially on the bus or train, I love to sit across from
>pre teen girls and I usualy get a free show. It almost never
>fails.
>
>On the busses where I live all of the seats face foreward
>except the 3 seats in the front where they are on the side.
>This mother got on the bus with her pre teen girl wearing
>a pretty sun dress and adorable pink and white panties.
>How do I _know_ this you ask...  She laid her head on her
>mothers' lap and gave me the best show I ever saw!!

I take the city bus system everywhere I go, and it's pretty much a
universal thing that you will see up the occasional little girls'
dress. Most girls respond very well to me on the bus. While I may
not ever say a word to them, I always smile as they pass by. Most
of them smile back. Ahh, the smile of a loving child is like a ray
of sunshine on a cloudy day.

--

Well, that's all for today. I had a wonderful Thanksgiving with my
little brother and sister. (Mom & dad too, of course.) This was the
first time in a long time that they've gotten physical with me, by
way of long hugs and arms around the neck during picture taking,
etc. I hope everyone else had a great day also. :-)

'Beamish'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



Advert:
============================================
http://www.alessandrasmile.com
 Alessandra's Smile, an established USA 
 mail-order catalog of legal books & videos.
============================================
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   [ Press cuttings round-up ]


     Entertainment Weekly:  "Are you afraid of pubescent girls?"
     Mr King:  "Yes, for all sorts of reasons... there's probably 
     more rampant unfocused sexuality there than anywhere else 
     in the world."

     -- Interview with Stephen King, p. 97, 
     9/25/98 issue of Entertainment Weekly.


* Internet chat cures teen girl
* Funny about management stupidity
* 'Henry Fool', potential Oscar winning movie 
  with pedo as lead character
* Australian police intelligence agency wants more money




UK, 2nd December 1998
--------------------------------------------------------------

_Internet chat cures teen girl_

A TEENAGE girl who became a recluse because she thought she
was too ugly to be seen in public has been cured by meeting
people through the Internet.

 Vicky Mitchell, 17, shut herself away in her bedroom for
30 months suffering from body dismorphic disorder, a rare
illness that makes sufferers believe their appearance will
disgust others.

 At the age of 14 Vicky told her mother she could not
attend school and when anyone visited her home in Seaburn,
Sunderland, she hid in her bedroom. The only contact she
had with the outside world was the Internet. She spoke to
strangers about how she felt and started to believe she
could leave her home.

 Now, two years since she went online, her recovery is
complete. She has returned to school, is taking a course in
performing arts and has starred in a musical at the
Festival Hall in London.

 Vicky said: "A person could sit and tell me I was pretty
all day and I wouldn't believe them, inside I knew I
wasn't. I couldn't bear to be seen. I spent my life locked
away from everyone and cut myself off from everyone I knew."

 The Internet allowed her to speak to people without having
to meet them. "It was unconditional friendship. Because we
knew we were never going to meet, we were much more open
than I could have been with others. It gave me the
confidence I had been lacking."

 Her mother Dorothy said: "The phone bills were 400 and
500 a quarter but we didn't care at all because she
finally seemed to be making progress."

------------------------------------------------------------------



For a list of instances of management stupidity...
------------------------------------------------------------------

>A Taco Bell manager was responsible for writing a memo reviewing 
>the company's training programs. One sentence referred to the 
>"pedagogical approach" of the manuals outraged a senior executive,
>who said it was the work of a "pervert" and the offending writer
>should be fired. He apparently confused "pedagogical,"
>which meant teaching approach, with pedophilia. The memo
>writer was vindicated but this led to a decree that henceforth
>no words could be used in memos that couldn't be found in
>the Sunday newspaper. The memo writer decided to resign
>anyway and crafted the resignation letter from words cut out
>of the local Sunday newspaper.

-------------------------------------------------------------------



Movie: _Henry Fool_
-------------------------------------------------------------------

From a "who will win an Oscar this year?" round-up:

_Worthy of mention:_* Three actors gave terrific leading
performances in excellent small films -- rookie _Thomas Jay
Ryan _*as the title character, a pedophile poet, in "Henry
Fool";

--

_Pity Not This 'Fool', for It Is Wise_


**** (4 stars) HENRY FOOL. (R) Hal Hartley's best yet,
about a self-deluding literary Pygmalion, a poetic savant,
A comic pageant of ironic gestures. 

With Thomas Jay Ryan, James Urbaniak, Parker Posey, Kevin 
Corrigan, James Saito. Written and directed by Hal 
Hartley. 2:17 (sex, language, adult situations).

 FROM "The Searchers" to "Mary Poppins," one of the more
potent characters in the movies has been the mysterious
stranger - the one who changes everybody's life and then
moves on. A legacy of literature, it's an enchanting myth,
appealing to our near-genetically patterned belief that the
individual is ultimately supreme, and just as disposable.

"Enchanting" might not quite be the word to describe the
title character in Hal Hartley's "Henry Fool," a
hard-smoking, beer-snarfing, unshaven, self-loving,
rent-jumping, bath-eluding ex-offender who storms head-on
into Hartley's viewfinder and alters his immediate
universe. But he's an original, a modern-day twist on
Lear's agent-provocateur crossed with the hard charms of
Charles Bukowski. And along with poetry, publishing,
hard-right conservatism, the Internet, product placement
and art-as-commerce, he's in for a major myth-adjustment
within "Henry Fool's" orgy of archetype-smashing comedy.

 Henry (screen newcomer Thomas Jay Ryan) is a tough sell as
a hero; certain elements of his minimum-security past are a
little unsavory. But he's certainly a catalyst. Marching
into Queens with a butt in his mouth and a bag in his hand,
he takes a room somewhere on the outskirts of Oprahville:
Mom (Maria Porter) is chronically depressed; her daughter
Fay (Parker Posey, in the best role of her indie queen
career) is a nymphomaniac; brother Simon (James Urbaniak),
a sanitation man with all the symptoms of acute catatonia,
is silent, stunned and treated as an idiot by his immediate
family.

Henry, whose sweaty eloquence impresses everyone, is
working on his "confessions," which he humbly portrays as a
genre-busting opus lying somewhere between St. Augustine
and Marcel Proust. He encourages Simon to write. And Simon
does, despite the sneering of his mother and sister and the
repugnance of his initial readers. Some of them anyway.
 When Henry posts a Simon poem at the corner grocery owned
by Mr. Deng (James Saito), his mute assistant Gnoc (Miho
Nikaido) begins to sing. Others react more violently. After
some local students run it in the high school paper, school
board meetings are convened, decent folk are outraged,
words like "scatalogical" and "pornographic" are bandied
about like small-weapons fire.

 All of which, naturally, sets Simon on the road to
enormous success, leaving Henry in his literary dust.

 "Henry Fool," fresh out of Cannes with a screenwriting
award, has been labeled the first "indie epic," but any
independent film that clocked in at more than two hours
would probably get that tag. No, "Henry Fool" is an epic
because of what it embraces and the scope of its sway. Like
a 19th-Century novel, it is a portrait not just of
characters but of a time.

The celebration of Simon (whose work we never see or hear)
isn't about art but celebrity; the publisher who initially
rejects his poetry (Chuck Montgomery) and who is under
siege by the self-serving entrepreneurs of the Internet
("You have to reinvent the publishing industry for the
electronic age!") hates Simon's writing but publishes it
anyway.

In Kevin Corrigan's thuggish Warren, who takes up the
cause of a local, hate-mongering politician (Don Creech),
we get the politics of fear. ("He takes complicated issues
and totally simplifies them. And I appreciate that.") In
the ever-changing Mr. Deng's, which transmutes from
doughnut shop to coffee bar to discotheque, we get the nuts
and bolts of the American dream. 

Despite the cool, collected and maybe even clinical
approach that Hartley has used in the past to dissect his
troubled characters (in movies such as "Flirt," "Trust" and
"Amateur"), "Henry Fool" is a far more accessible movie in
its emotionalism, its flagrant comedy, its affection and
grace. Has Hartley acquiesced to popular taste? Or is that
the very question that makes "Henry Fool" the provocative
thing it is?

--

Interview with the director:

PC: _What inspired you to make "Henry Fool?"_ 

Hartley: I wanted to make a story about ambition, talent
and influence. Everyone asks me about my influences: Who
are my biggest influences? It's a complex question. How are
we influenced? What do we take from a teacher and what was
there all along that the teacher simply identified? There
is a responsibility in having influences, just as there is
being an influence. 

So I wanted to tell a story about influence, both artistic
and personal. I considered this possibility: What happens
if your most profound influence is somebody whom you're
kind of ashamed of or you'd be embarrassed to admit? Maybe
the local pervert did more to shape your personality than
anyone else or the criminal, or the ex-con. That struck me
as very exciting. 

<snip>

What was most important for me as a storyteller was that we
constantly suspect Henry's integrity, that he might just be
full of hot air. But, nevertheless, even if he is full of
hot air, he is having an effect. Henry is egotistical and
admittedly perverted, but he never lies. And that's why I
play with how much we can trust him. 

<snip>
                   
I wanted Henry to wallow in depravity. I needed him to be
consistently and increasingly outrageous, because I had
every intention of also showing him as possessing the
highest human qualities. But I wanted these admirable
aspects to be hard to see. 

<snip>

When we first showed it, a distinct nervous silence came
over the audience when Henry tells Simon that he "was
caught in flagranti delicto screwing a 13-year-old girl
named Susan." It was a tense moment, and I would not have
been surprised if someone had stood up and shouted, "Fuck
you, Hal Hartley!" 
                   
We have no choice but to accept what he has done. The 
hard part is about how we judge him. We can only take
him at his word. He claims this 13-year-old girl, named
Susan, knew how to play upon his weaknesses which, he
admits, are "deep and many." 

This scene plays in direct relation to the scene with Pearl
near the end of the film where this other 13 year-old girl
attempts -- for very different reasons -- to play upon what
she has heard are Henry's weaknesses. 

I hope there is some fear in the audience that Henry is
capable -- in that moment-- of making a horrible mistake.

-------------------------------------------------------------------



Another one for that pizza and beer and videos night:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

_Russell Miles, the "Bill Gates of weird," finds religion
in crank calls_

<snip>
>He also sells a selection of videos, including *Jonathan 
>Bell Does Dallas*, a 90-minute joyride through the world 
>of Bell, a raving-lunatic-convicted-pedophile Canadian 
>hairdresser who had a short-lived ministry on Dallas 
>cable access television. 

-------------------------------------------------------------------



_Funding threat to Olympics security_
-------------------------------------------------------------------

30th November 98

One of Australia's most highly regarded crime-fighting
bodies has threatened to pull out of joint operations
involving the Olympics, pedophile networks and the National
Crime Authority.

In a secret report to its board, the Australian Bureau of
Criminal Intelligence (ABCI) has warned that continuing
budget cuts by the Federal Government have left its
operations at risk.

The report, written a fortnight ago, states that the
ABCI's "current financial dilemma" will force it to choose
next year between maintaining its criminal intelligence
database or "focusing solely on the analytical side" of its
operations, which includes security for the Olympics.

The ABCI is used by every major Australian law enforcement
body and other groups such as the Australian Security
Intelligence Organisation. Some rely on it for almost all
their criminal intelligence analysis and storage.

Its national databases include information on:
 
+ "predatory or serial" crimes and criminals;
 
+ "murder, sexual assault and kidnapping";
 
+ Olympics-related matters;
 
+ "pedophilia and child sexual offences"; and
 
+ drug trafficking.

Funding is divided between the Commonwealth and the States
and Territories, with the former paying for most of the
bureau's operating expenses, administration, accommodation
and information technology, including related salaries.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Andre' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Here is my new movie overview, and again it's a good week, with a
number of girl actress movies. Milla Jovovich, Anna Chlumsky, Thora 
Birch, Judy Garland (a bit over-age) and Kirsten Dunst are the big
names this time, but several of the less well-known actresses have
films that seem to be worthwhile.

--

Saturday, 9.20, SBS6: The night train to Kathmandu (USA, 1988,
 adventure) - Milla Jovovich (12)

A student moves to Nepal with her parents. She doesn't like it at
first, but then meets a boy. Together they look for an old city.
Girls: ***

Saturday, 11.00, ARD: Maya auf dem Kriegspfad (Norway, 1997, youth) -

 May Thali Magnussen
An 11 year old girl knows her father has a mistress. She tries to
keep it a secret, but doesn't succeed very well. Girls: ****

Saturday, 20.00, SBS6: My girl (USA, 1991, drama) - Anna Chlumsky (11)

Vada has to cope with her mother having died when she was only two,
has a crush for her teacher, and is close friends with a boy. Then her 
father gets a new girlfriend, and she becomes very jealous, and is
determined to break the two apart. Then, a tragic incident happens.
Girls: *****, quality: ***1/2

Saturday, 23.30, ARD: Indecent seduction (USA, 1996, drama) -
 Nicholle Tom (17c14)

A 14 year old girl has a crush for her biology teacher. He is
suspected to abuse her feelings to seduce her into sex. Or something
like that - the sources I have are not clear enough to be certain what
the movie is showing.

Saturday, 4.20, ARD: The night of the hunter (USA, 1955, thriller) -
 Sally Jane Bruce (c5)

A villain tries to find out where his cellmate, a murderer, has hidden 
his boot, but fails. Determined to get it anyway, he marries the man's
ex-wife, and tries to get the secret out of his two children, who are
the only ones who know, but have promised to keep the secret. He kills
the woman, but the children attempt to escape. Girls: ****, quality:

*****

Sunday, 21.10, RTL4: Paradise (USA, 1991, drama) - Thora Birch (9)

A couple, suffering under the death of their little boy, takes up a 10 
year old boy for the holiday. Having him around makes them revive. He 
on his turn changes for the better from being friends with tomboy Thora.
Girls: ****1/2, quality: **1/2

Sunday, 12.35, RTL+: Mary Poppins (USA, 1964, musical) - Karen
 Dotrice (8)

The two children of a banker get a new nanny, who guides them around
the magical world. Their father is less happy about her methods.
Disney-musical. Oscar for Julie Andrews as the nanny. Girls: ****,
quality: *****

Sunday, 13.30, SWF: The Wizard of Oz (USA, 1939, musical/adventure/
 children's) - Judy Garland (16c11)

Dorothy and her dog Toto are swept into the land of Oz by a tornado.
There she meets a Scarecrow who wants a brain, a Tin Man who wants a
heart, and a lion who wants courage. They all want help from the
Wizard of Oz, but are threatened by the Wicked Witch of the West.
Girls: **, quality: ****1/2

Sunday, 14.15, NDR: The little match girl (USA, 1991, fairy tale) -
 Keshia Knight Pulliam (11)

A man and his son have been separated by a feud, a woman tries to
get them together again. Each time Molly (Keshia) strikes a match,
something good happens. Based on a Hans Christian Andersen story.
Girls: ****

Sunday, 1.00, ZDF: Emma's War (Australia, 1986, war drama) - Miranda
 Otto

The life of the Grange family, disturbed by raging WW2, seen through
the eyes of 14 yo Emma. Girls: ****

Monday, 20.15, ZDF: Hauptsache Leben (Germany, 1998, drama) - Rebecca
 Hessing, Isabel Trimborn

A single mother with breastcancer finds support with an old friend.
She decides to marry him, but there's another man she is interested
in too. Girls: ***

Monday, 20.30: SBS6: Jumanji (USA, 1995, fantasy/adventure) - Kirsten
 Dunst (12)

After being trapped in a jungle game for 25 years, a man is released
when two children play the game. However, a number of jungle animals
has been freed as well, and now he has to save the city. Girls: ****,
quality: ***

Tuesday, 9.03, ZDF: Hauptsache Leben
see above

Wednesday, 1.15, ARD: Indecent seduction
See above

Friday, 20.15, ARD: The Santa Clause (USA, 1994, comedy) - Melissa
 King and others

A man happens to see Santa die. He finds his coat, and wears it as
was asked. Only later does he realize that this means that from now
on he _is_ Santa. That's not what he wanted. Girls: **, quality: **

--

Possible girl-lover interest:

Tuesday, 21.40, TV10: The gift of life (USA, 1982, drama)

A woman (married, two children) functions as surrogate mother,
letting herself be artificially inseminated for another woman. This 
leads to problems with her environment, and as the day of birth comes 
near, she starts to think about keeping the baby herself.

--

Interesting non-movie program:

Wednesday, 22.50, BBC2: Naked

Series of four documentaries about the naked human body and the
physical process of aging. This week part 3: Hormones and puberty.

--

'Sunstorm' wrote:
> Whoever gave the description of  Is_Slottet, thank you. Does anybody know
> where, on the net, or otherwise, to order foreign films such as these? I
> have tried a number of web sites, and although many claim to have 
> '20 thousand movies', they never seem to have the girl lover movies.  
> So where do you look????

A place you should certainly try is 'Childhood Visions Movie Club'.
It does not claim 20,000 movies, only 500-1000, but they specialize
on hard-to-find movies with children in them. A very valuable source.

'Andre'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pahk' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

Just wanted to relate a nice experience I had today:

I'm "between jobs" at the moment, and am working at a local 
retail outlet for the Christmas season.  This afternoon a mother
came into the store with her 11 year old daughter and had a good 
number of questions regarding some of the software products we
carry.  All the while she was getting pestered for this or that
by her daughter, who had one of the finest bodies I have seen in
a loooooong time!  Green eyes (my favorite eye color :), long,
beautiful auburn hair, slim but not scrawny (it's fairly obvious
that she's into some kind of sports, possibly gymnastics or
dancing, judging from the uncanny gracefulness of her movements,
but possibly martial arts (which I doubt given the negative 
attitude towards the martial arts in this region)), and a pair
of breasts just barely starting to sprout.  This young little
gem was wearing one of those tank-tops (like the Olsens wear for
most of Billboard Dad -- someone else mentioned seeing that film,
a must see for anyone who likes watching lg's!!!), but it was
about three sizes too big for her, and she was *not* wearing a
bra, giving me several good glimpses of my favorite sight in the
whole wide world ... little girl nipples ... and man, were those
two *PERKY*!!!!

Needless to say, she made my day.  Just thought I'd share.  It 
seems that even in the Great Police State From Hell, the US of A,
it is still possible for a gl to have his day made.

--

>'Andre' writes:
>Finally, after missing out a few times, I managed to get a new
>movielist together.

>Sunday, 21.10, RTL4: The good mother (USA, 1988) - Asia Vieira (6)

This one is a good film all around.  The script is well written,
the acting good, and to top it all off, there's a scene where
Asia walks out topless to answer the phone ... and it's not one
of those "quick glimpse and then it's gone" things, either.  We
get to see her beauty for a good minute.

If you haven't yet seen this film, rent it the next chance you get.
I believe Blockbuster carries it, for those of us in the US, and I
think it's run several times on Lifetime and USA Network, for those
who get cable or sattelite.

--

>'Sunstorm' wrote about father figures:
>As to the debate of whether fathers (or lack of them) encourages,
>discourages, or plays no role in the accessability of girls to 
>girl lovers, I would have to throw my 2 cents in here.

And a good 2 cents it is, Sunstorm.

I would, however, argue that the need for a "father figure" or a
"strong male influence" is as much a product of our societal
paradigm as is the idea that "women belong in the home", and "sex
is bad".

I would site as an example to the contrary the ways of the 
Trobriand Island natives, who live in a matriarchal society, 
where the men exist to hunt for food, and the women rule and raise 
the families.  It does not matter there who one's father is, and 
most children there (with the exception of those expected to take
over the rule of the tribe, a hereditary post) neither know nor 
care who their father is.

There was, some years ago, a mini-series on PBS entitled
_Millenium:_Tribal_Wisdom_in_a_Modern_World_ that examined, in
archaeological, anthropological, and sociological terms, many
of the things that we consider to be "wrong with" and "destructive
to" our society, and how it is believed (or can be shown decicively)
they came to be ... and how the solutions to them exist in the way
of life lived by many cultures that we consider to be "primitive".

It turns out that these "primitive", "backward", "uneducated" 
tribal "savages" are, in truth, much more advanced societies than
we are, at least sociologically.

At any rate, many factors, including the "glass ceiling" for women
and minority groups, the so-called "innocence" of childhood, and
the need for a "father figure", are due more to societal conditioning,
than any actual *need* inherent in the human state of being.

It has been stated that parents have either a lot of influence, or
none at all on how their children "turn out".  I think both views 
are fallacies produced by the way our society views children, 
parents, and the family unit.  People are not isolated.  We don't 
live in a vacuum. Our children are raised and influenced as much 
by the world around them, i.e. school, television, movies, 
neighbors, friends, video games, music, etc. etc. etc., as they
are by parents.  Parent's attitudes toward raising children are,
likewise, strongly affected buy such societal standards and 
influences.  The studies fail to take this into account, just as
they fail to take into account that children are not paper-doll
clones of each other.  One child might be more strongly affected
by their parents' attitudes toward drugs, dress, music, sex, or
whatever, and another child might be more influenced by their
peer group, another by their favorite rock band, and another by
their church's pastor.

I don't often agree with Hillary Clinton, but she was right when
she said quoted the African phrase "it takes a village to raise a 
child".  Every single thing that happens to a child, everything they 
see, hear, say, and do, contributes to who they are, and who they may 
become. Whether parents realize it or not, their children are being 
raised by everyone around them, not just mommy and daddy.  The 
question is, in truth, are we (meaning the collective societal "we", 
not the "we" of ASGL-L) doing a good job of raising the children of
all the people around us?

I am proud to say that, to my knowledge, no child has ever been
influenced for bad because of my personal actions, and that I
know of at least five (through direct personal feedback, I am sure
that there are many more) who have had their lives brightened and
influenced in positive ways because they knew me.

If everyone in our society could say the same thing, I am convinced
that all of our society's problems (drugs, violence, abuse, hatred,
just to name a few) would quickly vanish.  It is the greed and lust
for personal power that is so prevalent in our culture that blinds
people to, and is even the root cause of, so many of these problems.

--

I've ranted on enough for one post, so I'll call it quits for now.

Be well, all!

'Tr'Pakh'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi again,

Ok 'Sunstorm', perhaps I did overreact in a way to
'Lumiere', but the point I am trying to make is
that we put forward the point of view of choice for
children, that they do have the right to choose
their friends etc., regardless of age difference, and
many other things, so therefore we have to respect
their choices and personal freedom even more than
others, else we just become hypocrites. Also I
just put myself in such a situation as the child and I
would have freaked out if a strange or even
faintly strange person hugged me without at least saying they were
going to do so! I guess I, like everyone else 
make mistakes with my relationships with children,
but usually these are with children I know. i.e. I
assume perhaps that because they wanted a hug
yesterday they also do today, but they react 
differently. Yeah, like those girls you knew when
they were naked, but then the situation perhaps
was different. All relationships can be confusing, but
especially with children, because they are
receiving so much conflicting information. I still think it
only takes a second to ask, and saves
embarrassment! 

(Hmm, doing a spell check brought up 'Sunstroke' for
your name. Are you feeling hot?. Mind you Lumiere's 
name brought up lumpier, I don't know what's worse!)

>Lumiere, you owe this a girl an apology.
>It's much easier just to ignore her forever.

Yeah, but is it really? Ok perhaps it is. But
that's so hurtful to yourself. Ok she might tell
you to get lost, or not be so polite, but at least you would
have tried. But who am I to talk? I agree with 
Sunstorm when he said that we do sometimes beat
ourselves up too much. I think the real problem is
that, because we are not allowed to touch our
girls, it makes the desire to do so even greater,
so therefore we must have even greater self-control,
which gives much more stress etc. (That's why I so
much enjoyed when ran my youth clubs, because it
gave me an outlet for my emotions. I guess I miss 
that, and perhaps it's nearly time to try and
regain that.)  Then also, for most of us, we
withdraw more and more from a society that hates us and
doesn't allow us to be who we are, so that social 
interaction becomes harder. You are not alone,
that's what this group proves. I think it has
given me so much more confidence, knowing that I'm not a
pervert, and that others do indeed share my 
feelings. And that hopefully we can disagree on
things, but remain friends. Support doesn't always
mean saying yes, sometimes we must rebuke each
other, for at least we do it from the same
starting point. As long as it's done politely and
well-meaning I accept any advice I can get from
this group. If you offend me, I'll let you know!, so I hope
you'll (all) do the same for me.

--

Getting away from that, a friend today sort of
revealed that her granddad and uncle had 'touched'
her when she was young. I didn't push it, but it might
be interesting to pursue if it comes up again.
This friend is around 50ish. 

The idea that 'Quietguy' brought up about calling
ourselves "teddy bears" is interesting and perhaps 
bears further consideration. (Pun not intended!)
Since Ianthe pointed out the 'gay' connection 
perhaps we choose something similar, but
different, like "barbie dolls"!, 

   [ Worse, with even _bigger_ gay connotations! :() ]

except that I don't like Barbie, her breasts are too big! 
So what other things do little girls hug etc. Or what 
about clothes. We could call ourselves pyjamas. Hmmm! No 
stop that thought! (I was thinking panties! ah, to be a 
pair of little girls' panties, now that would be heaven!). 
Those of you who have daughters could help out here. 
What toys are cuddly? I don't buy little girls
toys, because even though I have a niece, she is
now 12 and was never really into dolls very much. ( And I
wasn't really into her very much, if you know what
I mean! I love her, but it's just not the same as
with someone like Lizzie for instance)

  [ Err... "Furbies" ? :-| ]

That comment brings up what was for me a serious
point. I lived with sister when my niece was 
young and looked after her while her parents were
at work 'till she was three. I love her very much,
like as if she was my own daughter. But when I met
Lizzie, I eventually realized that I loved her
more than my own niece. Fortunately, my niece lives
over 500 miles away and so the situation would
never have arisen, but if they had gotten into a fight,
whose side would I take? I think I know it would
be Lizzie's. Is this wrong? Can anyone else relate to
this regards their daughters or nieces etc.?

I have been toying of the idea of writing to
Lizzie. She's 14 now, but I would still like her
to be friends with me. But I don't know if it's a good
idea. I should just forget it. But still.....  I
think either she'd freak out, although I guess I'd 
(hopefully) never know, i.e. she simply wouldn't reply 
and that would be that, or she'd be really happy to hear
from me. Perhaps what I really need is another
little girl! 

Ah well, I've gone on long enough! 

Bye,

'Freddy'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Aladdin Truelove' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

'Annabel Lee' wrote
>Don't misunderstand me, it's not the list per se that causes the pain, it's
>just that every time I think about the issue, it reminds me of all the
>hatred in the world towards us.  It's just easier to not think about it at
>all.  Lately, I've even found myself unable to watch the news because of
>the chance that the issue will come up.

Hi, Annabel,

I felt a lot of pain for a while, too. I don't know if this is exactly the  
same as you felt, but just after confirming to myself that I was a GL I went  
through a period of great insecurity. With all the negative messages and  
stereotypes from society, being a GL can be pretty devastating to one's  
self-image. You've got to have faith in yourself.

I got over it in a few months. Now I'm pretty comfortable with who I am. I  
know I am a good person who could never harm a child. Now, nothing I see on  
the news can make me feel bad about myself. But, I still get very angry  
sometimes!

Actually, aren't most criminals people with very poor self-image from an  
early age? I believe that society's hatred of child-lovers is in large part  
what turns so many pedophiles into actual abusers and rapists.  We keep  
getting the message that we are "monsters" and "perverts." Over and over  
again. No wonder it becomes a self-fulfilling prophecy!

If all pedophiles were allowed to express their love in a healthy way 
from an early age, and if we were allowed to have loving, consenting  
relationships, I think not many would turn to rape and abuse.

'Aladdin Truelove'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello All

I think I first realized (or rather admitted) that I was a gl just a
few weeks ago when I read the FAQ for this. I have had many
instances where I should of or could come to that realization, but
never had the strength to admit it to myself. I now have a different
outlook on life and view my relationship with girls in a new found
light. Though I must admit it feels a bit frightening at times. You
don't grow up in a culture that, like the US, that runs in terror from
anything that even slightly resembles something different from
themselves and not have it have some lasting effect upon you. I feel I
must keep this a secret to all except yous. I am an active participant
in the church and I find a great benefit in doing so, but they would
never understand this. I have had and continue to have a great deal of
contact with children, including lg's. If this were to get out into
the open, it would ruin people's trust in me (especially since I live
in a smallish town) and would cause me to lose the greatest solace 
I find in life: lg's.

I currently have a wonder relationship with a 9 year old who used to
be neighbour. Since I'll likely be refering to her often, I will
identify her as "Cassandra". I have had some problems recently though
with her family. Seems her grandparents hate me with a passion for no
good reason. Cassandra's mother has no backbone but has asked me not
to come over "to play" with her anymore. I've been a bit depressed
about that and a bit confused. I'm not sure I am welcome over there
anymore. I went over there once since and had no problems while I was
there. The next day though, Cassandra told someone else that I had come
over and she had thought that I wasn't supposed to, which leaves me
confused. What do you think?

'Rasputin's Dog'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Another sad and confusing event happened today.

I was walking home from the bus stop and I saw this
girl that my daughter played with a couple of times on
the street playing with a group of other girls. As soon as
she saw me she took the entire group of girls into the
back yard to avoid me. I know this is true because I saw
her peek around the corner of the house to see if I was
still there and ducked back real quick when she saw I
was still in sight. This happened once before when I 
walked down that street while she was playing outside.

I don't understand why she is acting this way because
even though she and my daughter don't play together
anymore, the couple of times she was here we had a
really good time. The only thing I can think of is that her
mother got scared when I showed up at their house once
to buy some candy that the girl was selling for school.

Normally the girls go out and sell it door to door but I used
that as an excuse to go by and see her. Her mother was
polite but surprised that I would go to their house. It is shortly
after that that the girl began avoiding me. Now, not only she
is acting afraid, but she is teaching the other girls on that
block to be afraid, too. This is totally frustrating because
there aren't any girls in this neighborhood that I can play with
any more except my daughter but I am very lucky to at least
have her.

'Sanctuary'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Well, I guess it's certain now. People here know I am attracted to
a younger segment of the population. We just had our 'Sinterklaas'
party at work (Sinterklaas is the original version of Santa Claus,
celebrated by the Dutch at 5 December), and before getting their
presents Sinterklaas would give a short description of some
peculiarities of the person, and mine started with "I heared that
you are a real kindervriend" (children's friend). On the other hand,
not many seemed to get that one.

--

'n.s. aristoff' wrote:
>The claim that girls are looking for daddy is nonsense.

'The Pretender' reacted:
> So what are you saying?  That all girls who seek out the attention of
> 'men' are looking for sex?  Com 'on n.s., be realistic here.

Who is talking about sex? Your reactions are as much off-the-mark as
those of anti-pedophiles who see all our behaviours as an attempt to
have sex with children. Why would a child who is not looking for a
father figure necessarily be looking for sex?

A child can be looking for a friend, a big brother, a mentor or
teacher, a person to trust, attention and respect, or just for a bit 
of harmless fun. And then I'm only giving those things that I can 
readily think of that we can actually provide. No doubt there are
many more things one can think of that a child could look for in an
adult friend.

--

'Quietguy' wrote:
> Anyway, I reckon, as a way of identifying each other in
> public, without other members of the public understanding 
> what we mean we should call ourselves teddy bears. (Kinda
> like a code word or a secret handshake).

I'm sorry, but I don't think this kind of thing works. There's just
too few of us. And I don't mean of girl lovers, but of ASGL readers.
360 (last number I heared) might seem. 

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
> Isn't the AOC low in Holland?..  12 I think!...  ;-)

Well, the AOC is 16, but when the younger partner is 12 or older
prosecution can ONLY be started after a prior complaint by the child,
his/her parents or the child protection agency. This means that the
de facto AOC is indeed 12. If the child is 12 or older, a truly
consensual relationship will not be prosecuted.

Unfortunately, there are now chances that this will be changed. The
Law Secretary wants to make sex with children under 16 forbidden no
matter what. The police may start investigations on their own, and
for example interrogate the child BEFORE any complaint has been
issued. They may also go on against the will of the child, but would
only do so if there is a 'pedophile network' involved. I guess that
means that they may only presecute you if you have a friend who's
also a pedophile...

There goes what is perhaps the only AOC-law that realizes that a
child's wish is more important than his or her age. There goes the
chance for an adult and a child to have consensual sex without
worrying about the police. There goes a law system that put the
emphasis on the victim, not on the crime.

Although pedophiles are liked nowhere, people here in the Netherlands, 
Germany or Denmark are less extreme about it. If it were possible, 
I'd certainly *love* to meet some of you in real life. But I think 
that Ianthe's safety policies are such that arrangements couldn't 
be made.

> Actually, I think that's a brilliant idea!.. But just use the first
> letter of each word..so.. When asked about your sexual preference
> you could reply...
>       
>         "Errrm... well... I'm a TRNPWLLGBNJSATTBPLATWOUADCUFSYDRUS"
>
> At least you would then be invited to explain just WHAT one of THEM 
> was... and here you could cautiously enter into a dialogue about love 
> and respect for children, instead of saying " Oh... I'm a Paedophile " 
> ( Remember, they are hearing CHILD MOLESTER here ) and then spending 
> your time picking your teeth out of a pool of blood at your feet! 8-)

Well, why such a roundabout route? Why not just, instead of using
the P-word or whichever other term, say it directly. "I fall in love
with little girls." If that is understood as 'Child Molester', then
I don't see why a TRNPWLL-whatever would not be understood that way.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Spelvin' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Here is an incident which one therapist (Annon, 1971: 439) reports 
with pride:

>> He ... described a "interesting" experience while at the zoo 
with the woman and her boy.  He had been in one of the buildings       
when a little girl of about eight came over to say hello to the boy.        
Mr. Jones had casually said "hello" to her, then turned away to       
the exhibits. A short moment later it appeared that the girl had       
realized that she had lost her mother for Mr. Jones suddenly heard       
her let out a yell and start crying and screaming for her mother.        
He had immediately responded with a shudder and a flash of       
anxiety.  He reported it to be a very "vivid" reaction and said,       
"That conditioning really must work."  He said he was "damned if       
he was going to turn around or look at her or get involved" and 
he kept walking. <<
        
So pedo-bashing is more important than helping lost children!  

Here are a couple of journal entries written by an adult who was 
attracted to adolescents, and gleefully cited by the team of 
therapists which was responsible for helping that adult (Barnard 
et al., 1989: 177):

>> A girl had gotten into drugs.  Her father came to me and said, "Ann  
always thought a lot of you.  She'll listen to you.  How about           
working with her?"  I said, "No.  I just can't do it."  I knew that I          
still had these desires to be sexually engaged with children.  Within      
a month after he asked me, Ann, driving under the influence of           
drugs, ran her car into a tree and killed herself.

Shortly after that the pastor asked me to work with Lester.  Lester 
had come into this church.  He had started drinking real heavily.  
I said, "No.  I'm not going to do it," because I knew what would            
happen with Lester and me.  Not long after that Lester, while              
drunk, ran his car over the center line.  A truck ran into him and          
killed him. <<

So pedo-bashing is more important than saving innocent lives!  
And here I thought we were the ones who selfishly exploit children 
and adolescents!
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---------------------------------------------------------------


'Olivier' writes :
---------------------------------------------------------------

In recent postings, many people talked about sexual relationship between 
adults and children, and of children's "consentement" to have these 
relations. I was quite shocked by such words, and I found their authors 
unworthy of pretending to be girl-lovers. I will not point out specific 
names, for this is not the purpose of this message. I rather want to 
express that I do not think it is possible for a child to consent to 
sexual relationship.

I do not deny the existence of children's sexuality. However, this 
sexuality is axed on the discovery of physical and social differences 
between men and women, and on the child's sexual identification. It has 
nothing to do with sexual pleasure. Is it possible that some of us are 
forgetting the fundamental differences between adult sexual relationship 
and physical contact with children ?

I do not want to condemn these contacts, far from it. But I think they 
should be seen as what they really are : a way of expressing reciprocal 
love, not the child's desire for sex.

Things get more complicated when we consider that the same contact may 
be perceived differently by the girl and the adult. A hug or a kiss 
symbolizes love for the two of them, but the adult might take sexual 
pleasure in it (I know I would), while it is not abuse. But thinking 
that pre-teen girls have sexual desires is something I cannot accept.

I hope many of you will give their opinion on this topic, for I think it 
is something very important.

'Olivier'
-------------------------------------------------------------------
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UK: Sunday 6th December 1998
------------------------------------------------------------

_Paedophiles set to lose right to trial by jury_
     
  MORE than 22,000 people each year will lose the right to
trial by jury under Government proposals.

  Defendants charged with certain crimes, including indecent 
assault, can currently choose whether to be tried by 
magistrates or a jury at crown court.

 Under the proposals, the power to decide would be taken
from defendants and magistrates would instead determine
whether to hear cases. Civil liberties organisations and
the judiciary are strongly against the measure, which was
not mentioned in the Queen's Speech two weeks ago.

 Senior Home Office insiders have said that the measure 
will be introduced in this session, if Parliamentary time 
originally allotted to reforming the House of Lords 
becomes free. Strength of opposition to curtailing jury 
trials has been signalled by Lord Steyn, one of Britain's 
most senior judges. He said: "Only the most compelling 
grounds of public interest could ever justify the 
abandonment of trial by jury in any area.  It has nothing 
to do with justice. It is a bad proposal."

 The Law Society, the Bar and the Legal Action Group have
all opposed the move and said that the fundamental right
must remain in cases where defendants face the loss of
livelihood or reputation. Many defendants choose jury
trials because, although sentences tend to be heavier if
found guilty, 40 per cent of people who plead not guilty
are acquitted, compared with only 25 per cent in a
magistrates' court. Opponents of the change say this can be
important in cases where the impact on a person's
reputation and livelihood of a guilty verdict is out of all
proportion to the offence.

 Curtailing the right to jury trial was first proposed by
Michael Howard, the then Home Secretary, in 1993, prompted
by the recommendations of the Royal Commission on Criminal
Justice. At the time, Jack Straw, who is now the Home
Secretary, said the proposal was "unfair, short-sighted and
likely to prove ineffective". But on Labour taking office,
the Home Office published proposals to remove defendants'
rights.


Sidebars:

-- EXPERTS on abuse will be based in schools to
encourage pupils to report fathers who abuse their 
children, under new proposals from an association 
representing 170 education authorities.

 A report published this week by the Local Government 
Association insists that action to protect youngsters 
and their mothers is essential.  The LGA, whose advice 
is likely to be implemented by some councils, suggests 
that specialist "US-style counsellors" could be 
appointed to identify and deal with abuse.

 But it concedes that, in the intervening period, teachers
will have to shoulder the burden and says they should
receive extra training so they can carry out the task.

 Rosie Sanderson, of the LGA's social affairs and health
committee, said information gleaned by teachers and
counsellors would be passed to the police.

 The scheme was denounced yesterday by the Conservative
Party. David Willetts, the shadow education secretary, 
said the idea was dangerous. "There is a risk of 
encouraging mischievous claims and false reports, which 
will lead to innocent people being accused unjustly. 
This is a deeply misconceived idea."


-- CHILDREN as young as 12 are to be issued with national
identity cards under a government-backed scheme.

The Home Office and the Department of Health are backing
the scheme - named CitizenCard.  Tessa Jowell, the health 
minister, and George Howarth, the Home Office minister, 
have summoned business chiefs to ameeting tomorrow to 
press them into supporting the use of the card. 

The scheme will be administered by a non-profit-making
company, CitizenCard Ltd. They plan to enlist the help 
of schools by offering a payment for each card issued. 

--

-- FRANK DOBSON, the Health Secretary, will promise new 
measures this week - expected to cost hundreds of millions 
of pounds - giving doctors the power to force mentally 
ill patients to accept treatment.

 The Government is also keen to change the legislation 
so that it covers those with untreatable personality 
disorders, such as sociopathy and paedophilia.  The 
Mental Health Act covers only people with "treatable" 
conditions.

 The measures will provide hundreds of extra units 
in psychiatric hospitals, more trained staff and the
introduction of a 24-hour helpline.

-----------------------------------------------------------



USA: November 30th 1998
-----------------------------------------------------------
 
The business served a small but eager clientele.
 
From an office in Atlanta, Kevin Pappas, a former drug
smuggler, sold prisoners confidential information gleaned
from the files of federal law enforcement officers or, in
some instances, from the case files of other convicts.
 
By memorizing confidential data from those files, the
prisoners could testify to events that only an insider
might know and help prosecutors win an indictment or a
conviction.
 
Well-heeled prisoners paid Pappas as much as $225,000 for
the confidential files, and in exchange for their
testimony, prosecutors would ask judges to reduce the
prison terms of these new-found witnesses.
 
Pappas and Robert Fierer, an Atlanta lawyer, called their
company Conviction Consultants Inc., but a group of defense
lawyers in Georgia had another name for it: "Rent-a-rat."
 
Federal agents shut down the operation last year. Pappas
and Fierer pleaded guilty to obstruction of justice and
income tax evasion in connection with the scheme. Pappas
struck a deal and became a witness for the government
against his former partner. He has not been sentenced, but
Fierer was given a 21/2-year term in prison. So far,
federal authorities haven't explained how Pappas gained
access to confidential government files.
 
Pappas and Fierer aren't alone. A two-year Pittsburgh
Post-Gazette investigation found that inmates in federal
prisons routinely buy, sell, steal and concoct testimony
then share their perjury with federal authorities in
exchange for a reduction in their sentences.
 
Often, these inmates testify against people they've never
met. They corroborate crimes they've never witnessed.
Prosecutors win cases. Convicts win early freedom. The
accused loses.
 
Federal agents and prosecutors have been accused of helping
move the scheme along by providing convicts some of the
information.

For years, inmates have warned federal authorities about
the practice. One inmate, Ramon Castellanos, offered to go
undercover to trap those who buy and sell testimony.
 
Another, Ramiro Molina, wrote the FBI, the Drug Enforcement
Administration, Attorney General Janet Reno and even
President Clinton. "What's become of 'innocent until proven
guilty'?" Molina wondered in one of those letters. "What has
happened to the truth in justice? What are we doing with
the law, bending it to be convenient and to whatever
advantage necessary?"
 
In the meantime, testimony continues to be bought, sold,
stolen. In South Florida, the scam has become so prevalent
that prisoners there have crafted a name for it: "Montate
en la guagua."
 
"Get on the bus," or, as inmates call it, "jump on the bus."
 
_Getting nowhere_
 
When Molina was arrested for his role in a major
drug-smuggling operation between Colombia and South
Florida, he figured he had one way out: cooperate with the
U.S. government.
 
Long before anyone on the outside knew he had been arrested
in a 17,000-pound marijuana venture, he asked to speak with
federal agents and prosecutors. Authorities put him in
touch with Special Agent Henry Cuervo of the DEA, and
Molina implicated others in the drug-smuggling ring. For
his cooperation, Molina's sentence was dramatically
reduced; even though he faced a life term, he ended up
being sentenced to about eight years.
 
His statements were true, and prosecutors embraced them as
such, Molina said.
 
But while in prison, Molina saw firsthand how some convicts
make a living off perjured testimony, and he became the
first inmate to expose the scheme in open court.
 
Neither the U.S. Attorney General nor federal prosecutors
answered written questions about the "jump on the bus"
scheme for this story. 

Molina described how individuals had paid for information
so they could "jump on the bus" and testify in the drug
case against Panamanian dictator Manuel Noriega and against
two other accused cocaine smugglers, Salvatore Magluta and
Willy Falcone.
 
In the case involving Magluta and Falcone, the largest
federal cocaine case ever tried, Molina said another drug
baron, Jorge Morales, invited him to memorize a package of
evidence so he could offer testimony.
 
Molina passed, but he later decided if he wanted to get out
of jail, he had no choice but to go along with the scheme
in another case, he said. That case involved the Mayas
drug-smuggling clan of Colombia, one of the largest such
organizations ever. This time, an inmate named Hector Lopez
was the middle man, Molina said. 

"Lopez provided me with vital inside information that came
from agent [Henry] Cuervo from DEA files for me to go to
the grand jury on the Mayas case," Molina told a judge and
others in sworn statements obtained by the Post-Gazette.
 
"Lopez wrote me a month before in a letter that told me
exactly what to say," Molina told federal authorities. He
said Lopez also provided the information to an inmate named
Francisco Mesa, who eventually testified before the grand
jury with the same perjured testimony.
 
"In July 1994, Francisco Mesa told me that he never knew
the Mayas," Molina said. "I can no longer cover up this
wrongdoing.... It is in my best interest to cooperate in
the war against drugs, but two wrongs can't make a right."
 
Inmate Pedro Diaz Yera corroborated Molina's account. Yera
also implicated Lopez and Cuervo, the DEA agent, in letters
he wrote to politicians and judges.
 
As a result of Molina's information, he and Yera met with
Nelson Barbosa, a special agent with the FBI. They told
Barbosa about what they say was Lopez's and Cuervo's role
in "jump on the bus" schemes. Both men said Barbosa never
contacted them again.
 
On March 25, 1995, they spoke to another FBI agent, Steven
Kling, of Miami. "We told him the same things we had
relayed to Agent Barbosa," Molina said. "He told me he
would get back in touch with us within two to three days."
 
That was more than three years ago. The two are still
waiting.

-------------------------------------------------------------

  [ One wonders if the same tactics are being employed in
    the 'war against abuse' ? ]



USA: 3rd December 1998
-------------------------------------------------------------

_Getting the dirt on D.I.R.T._

It all started in the No-Name Computer Store, just west of
the Hardyville stoplight, just east of the edge of nowhere. 
You might recall that on one fine November morning. I walked 
into the store to find Bob-the-Nerd tearing his hair out 
over two creepy new software products - Back Orifice 
[http://www.cultdeadcow.com] and  D.I.R.T. [http://www.
thecodex.com/dirt.html] 

D.I.R.T. was the mega-spooky one. Real *Enemy of the State*
stuff. Quotes featured prominently on the developer's Web
site claimed it could invade *"any personal computer in the
world"* -- slithering into your system entirely by stealth.
*Zap!* Without you doing or seeing anything, it would
monitor every word you typed and read any file on your
computer. 

But not to worry, Codex Data Systems said. They would sell
it only to authorized government agencies -- all tightly
bound by the Fourth Amendment (as we freedom lovers are so
acutely aware). 

--

Well, WorldNetDaily readers are a cagey lot. Helpful, too.
E-mail flooded in. Suggestions. Techniques. Offers of
assistance. And a few messages from unexpected sources. 
First came a cheery note from Terrance L. Kawles, Esq.,
vice president-general counsel of Codex. That's *lawyer*
for those who haven't had their coffee yet. Terry offered
both an interview and a realtime demo of D.I.R.T. 

In the same mail delivery, Alan Wild,
senior-programmer/analyst in the Office of Information
Services at the University of Rhode Island, said he and his
colleagues would dig into D.I.R.T. 

A match made in Heaven, I thought. Almost immediately Alan
and Terry began setting up terms for the demo. We mere
"civilians" would soon see D.I.R.T. doing its magic. 
Well ... not exactly. 

For one thing, it turns out that D.I.R.T can't quiiiiite
invade "any personal computer in the world." When Alan said
he planned to use Windows NT in the demo ... nope. They
didn't have a product that could raid NT. 

Unix? Mac? OS/2? No ... "any personal computer in the
world" turns out to mean any stand-alone, Internet-capable
computer running Windows 95 or 98. Since the Gang of Gates
*designed* Windows 95/98 to be remotely operated by
Microsoft technicians, invading it isn't exactly a trick.
Codex says versions of D.I.R.T for other operating systems
are under development or can be written "for a price." But
this also seems to imply that any agent planning to throw
D.I.R.T. at you would have to know your operating system in
advance and buy (at $1,895 and up) the appropriate
software. 

Then Terry said the demo would involve e-mailing Alan an
attached file which he would have to open -- as with any
ordinary "Trojan Horse" virus. 

"But wait a minute," Alan protested, "You said you can
infect a system just by knowing an e-mail or IP address." 
We can, they insisted. But we won't show you because you
don't represent an authorized law-enforcement agency. 
To make a long and not always civil story short, after Alan
obtained a letter from his chief of campus security,
requesting a demo of D.I.R.T.'s full stealth capability, it
was still no go. In a conference call, Codex's president,
Frank Jones, told Alan and me 1) that he didn't think the
security chief had appropriate credentials, and 2) that
they wouldn't demonstrate the stealth capabilities of
D.I.R.T. even if he did. You don't see "stealth D.I.R.T."
until after you buy the product. 

In the end, Alan and I declined the limited demo, agreeing
there was nothing to be learned from it. 

It boils down to this: 

  + Codex will demonstrate that their product can monitor
keystrokes and read files. But that's not news. Many
products do that. 

  + D.I.R.T.'s one unique claim is its ability to invade
with no action on the part of the computer user, other than
logging onto the Internet. Show us the evidence. 

  + As of Wednesday, December 2, exaggerated claims still
appear on the Codex Web site. (Primarily in quotes from
technology reporters who bought the James Bondisms lock,
stock and telephone-in-the-shoe.) The company has neither
removed nor annotated the quotes since Alan pointed out the
errors. 

Am I saying that D.I.R.T. is a fake? Not at all. Is it far
less sophisticated than Codex wants the world to believe?
Probably. 

As Alan sums it up, "These guys are hackers who are trying
to make money by legitimizing a virus. If I'm right, this
technology has a limited lifespan. As soon as >McAfe
[http://www.mcafee.com/] can get a signature on it, they've
got it. So they have to make money before that happens." 
Frank Jones as much as admitted Alan's speculations are
correct. He said they'd just keep changing a few lines of
code to evade the virus hunters. Well, we'll see. 

Don't get the idea that D.I.R.T is harmless, though. As
Alan hastens to note, it's very dangerous. 
Here's what it almost certainly *can* do: 

  + Invade your computer on the back of an executable file. 

  + Evade detection by *current* versions of anti-virus
programs. 

  + Crack your PGP encryption by grabbing your secret key
file and then recording your pass phrase as you type. 

  + By breaking PGP, it may not only be able to read your
messages, but enable someone to impersonate you -- for
instance, to send threatening messages that appear to be
yours. 

  + Record what you type, whether you are on or off line,
and transmit this info to a monitoring agency or individual
via hidden e-mail. 

  + Enable a stranger to alter files on your system. 
Perhaps the worst danger is that this or similar programs
will inevitably "escape." Hackers, crackers, warez traders
and rogue agents may soon be making knockoffs and
"improvements." Nobody will have to pay $1,895 for them,
either. They'll be free -- just as Back Orifice is already.
Doubt the grand claims today, if you wish, but fear the
reality tomorrow. 

_So what can you do to protect yourself?_ 

One helpful note came from Tweety Fish of the Cult of the
Dead Cow, the hacker group that created Back Orifice. After
dismissing D.I.R.T. as "a big heap 'o not-much-at-all"
Tweety suggested: 

_Relying on an anti-virus program to stop either D.I.R.T.
or Back Orifice is a fallacy. A more effective way to
defend yourself is to get a process viewer like >PVie
[http://www.microsoft.com] and learn what the many ...
processes running on your system are. Is this a
particularly easy or user friendly thing to do? No, but we
at the cDc believe that understanding what your computer is
doing should be an integral part of knowing how to use it.
..."_ 

The Dead Cow crew is developing its own system viewer "...
so you can know what application is modifying what file
and, if you so desire, deny it the privilege. Sort of a
pain, but as I'm sure you know, freedom from external
manipulation of any kind requires some personal
involvement." 

More than one reader wrote to elaborate upon what
Bob-the-Nerd had already mentioned: If you have any reason
to believe you're being monitored, don't input confidential
messages, passwords, etc. on a computer that's *ever*
connected to the Internet. Have a separate computer that's
*never* online. (It doesn't have to be the latest thing.)
Do all confidential work there and, when needed, "transmit"
sensitive information "by sneaker net" -- carry it on a
floppy disk -- to the 'Net-capable machine. Then hope your
stalkers never get *physical* access to that machine so
they can infect *it* with monitoring software, too. 
One reader wrote to call attention to a new e-mail
encryption program, >InvisiMail [http://www.invisimail.com]
Unlike PGP, InvisiMail generates keys entirely through
mouse movements, not keyboarding. Although it uses a
password for access, it doesn't require inputting the
password to encrypt every message, as PGP does. Does this
provide some safety? 

I called InvisiMail's U.S. representative, Kevin Shannon,
who connected me with Britton Damian Fozard, developer of
InvisiMail's algorithm. Both men were extremely
professional and informative. 

After giving the matter some thought, Fozard concluded that
a thief could capture the logon and keyfiles, as with PGP.
He noted, however, that a thief who wanted to impersonate
you would still face a barrier PGP doesn't provide:
InvisiMail automatically alerts a recipient if a message
did not originate from the e-mail address of the key
holder. "The thief would therefore need to also be able to
control all mail to and from all of the user's e-mail
accounts in order to complete his deception. This is likely
to be a non-trivial task." 

By the end of the call, I had the impression Fozard was
going to think of little else until he had thoroughly
chewed on the problem of protecting InvisiMail customers
against Trojan Horse snooping. Indeed, within hours, he had
e-mailed to say he'd thought of several security
enhancements. What they may be remains to be seen. But
InvisiMail is an interesting program -- easy to use,
increasingly versatile, and definitely one to watch. 
Finally, nearly every reader who suggested protective
strategies mentioned this one: "Switch to Linux" -- the
fast-growing operating system that's the hands-down
favorite of freedom-loving computer nerds. Very hard to
crack, too. As it happens, I share a household with a Linux
fan. I've been watching and waiting for this operating
system to be ready for non-nerds like me. I still don't
think it is. But at the urging of several readers -- one of
whom offered to help me get up to speed, I'm going to try
anyway. 

To be Windows free in 1999. Take that, you D.I.R.T.y
snoops. 

------------------------------------------------------------



PC Review: 
------------------------------------------------------------

 Monster PC myths (1) - internet pedophiles
 
_Monster PC Myths - and why they're a load of nonsense_


   The creepiest tales about the Internet are those that
   describe it as a haven for child-molesters. _Arthur
   Goldstuck _puts your mind at rest ... 

   THE tragic image of the children abused by a Belgian
paedophile was among the most painful conjured up by media
reports in recent weeks. But the grim reality of the
behaviour of men like Marc Dutroux has been trivialised by
attempts to lay the blame at the door of the Internet. 
According to Reuters and the Times News Service, reporting
in the week following Dutroux's arrest, child sex rings
have proliferated as a result of the Internet. The argument
is that members of these rings use the anonymity of the
Internet to exchange photos, videos, information and
experiences and, as a result, they have been able to spread
their networks worldwide. 

According to this logic: 

  + Child porn is available on the Internet. 

  + Child sex rings are being uncovered. 

  + Therefore the Internet is responsible for the child sex
    rings. 

Let's look at an appropriate analogy. It is widely reported
that child prostitution is one of the great ills of
Thailand. Groups of foreign men fly into Bangkok airport
with only one -- highly illegal -- activity in mind. But
does that mean that aircraft, or airports, or the tourist
industry, are directly responsible for child sex? 
Certain reports that linked Dutroux to child sex rings on
the Internet, also linked him to South Africa's most
infamous paedophile, Gert van Rooyen. The implication was
that both were part of a worldwide child sex ring,
facilitated by the Internet. The truth is, the Internet was
not available outside universities when Van Rooyen abducted
six children. There is also no evidence that Dutroux, an
unemployed electrician, ever used the Internet. 

Claims like these are, however, given flesh by incidents in
which adults "seduce" teenagers in Internet chat rooms and
persuade them to meet them in the real world, where a
sexual relationship begins. Chat rooms are areas on the
Internet where people log on and "chat" to strangers from
around the world by typing message to them. 

Timothy Oster (34) from Sacramento "met" a 15-year-old
Florida girl in an Internet chat room on August 3, and by
August 13 -- after about 30 intimate chats that included
sexual fantasising -- had convinced her to catch a train
across the United States to meet him. She stole her
mother's credit card and ran away from home, meeting him at
midnight on August 17. 

A friend told the girl's parents she had met someone over
the Internet, and Oster's name was found in her room. Oster
was arrested almost immediately. The message from the case
was that, yes, the Internet can be a dangerous environment,
with predators lurking behind the door of every chat room.
But also that, for a child to be so ready to run away, all
could not have been well in the home. The Internet may be a
handy scapegoat, but it is merely a medium. The cause lies
elsewhere. 

In several cases, FBI officers have used chat lines
themselves, posing as children to bring predators out into
the open. In others, they have posed as paedophiles,
established online relationships with users of relevant
Internet newsgroups, and finally trapped them in the act of
transmitting images of child sex. 

While there are question marks over the issue of
entrapment, the success of such operations suggests that,
to deal effectively with these issues, law enforcers have
to become as familiar with the technology as those who
abuse it. At the same time, parents who provide Internet
access for their children need to return to old-fashioned
educational values and become involved with their
children's online education. That includes understanding
the systems their children are using, and learning how to
control access to unwanted areas of the Internet. 

And perhaps, in the final analysis, there is an onus on the
media, which fall so easily for wild claims about the Net,
to educate themselves in the workings of the technological
order. 

_Tackling the real issues_

A CONGRESS this month in Stockholm dealing with the sexual
exploitation of children also examined the issue of child
pornography on the Internet and how to deal with it. 
Margaret Healy of the Bangkok-based group End Child
Prostitution in Asian Tourism, said the regulation of child
pornography on computers presents special challenges and
called on governments to fund better training. 

Toby Tyler, a lecturer on child abuse at the FBI academy,
told the congress that: "As far as our ability to restrict
the distribution of child porn and stop the sexual
exploitation of children on the Net ... it's not something
that can be done." 

It was also pointed out that the distribution of child
pornography on the Internet is not as widespread as media
reports suggest. 

-----------------------------------------------------------



Sweden: Academic/government paper:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Periodical title: Statens Offentliga Utredningar, 1997 no. 29.

Title: Barnpornografifragan: Innehavskriminalisering m.m.
[the child porn issue: criminalizing possession, etc.]

subtitle: Betankande av Barnpornografiutredningen.
author: Barnpornografiutredningen [the child porn committee]
publisher: Stockholm: Justitiedepartementet [Department of Justice]

Most of the report contains legal discussions relating to a proposed
change in the Swedish constitution regarding possession of child porn.

What is more interesting is that the report contains a detailed 
analysis of the amount, quality, and origin of all child porn 
seized in Sweden as well as porn found by surveillance of the 
Internet. It concludes that the production of child porn is 
smaller than what is usually assumed, and that many of the 
pictures and films originate from the 1970's when they were legal 
(in Sweden).

The amount of videos recorded after 1980 is so small that each
individual film is described in the report. Only two were 
recorded in Sweden. The amount of different child porn pictures
originating from after 1980 found on the Internet is approximately 
100, posted by 29 different persons to three different usenet
newsgroups. Nothing illegal was found on the www.

-------------------------------------------------------------------



New book(s):
-------------------------------------------------------------------

David Sonenschein: <Pedophiles on Parade>, Volume 1: 
<The Monster in the Media>; and: <Pedophiles on Parade>, 
Volume 2: <The Popular Imagery of Moral Hysteria>. 

Includes bibliographical references, filmographies, and 
indexes. ISBN 0-915289-02-4 (set), 1998. Privately printed.
Published by D. Sonenschein, P.O. Box 15744, San Antonio, 
TX 78212, USA

-------------------------------------------------------------------



Poem, from alt.support.boy-lovers:
-------------------------------------------------------------------


 Brown and Agile Child


 Brown and agile child, the sun which forms the fruit
 And ripens the grain and twists the seaweed
 Has made your happy body and your liminous eyes
 And given your mouth the smile of water.

 A black and anguished sun is entangled in the twigs
 Of your black mane when you hold out your arms.
 You play in the sun as in a tidal river
 And it leaves two dark pools in your eyes.

 Brown and agile child, nothing draws me to you,
 Everything pulls away from me here in the noon.
 You are the delerious youth of the bee,
 The drunkenness of the wave, the power in the wheat.

 My somber heart seeks you always,
 I love your happy body, your rich, soft voice,
 Dusky butterfly, sweet and sure
 Like the wheatfield, the sun, the poppy, and the water.


        Pablo Neruda

----------------------------------------------------------------



Quotes from Frits Bernard:
----------------------------------------------------------------

"Paedophilia is, first and foremost, not a problem for the 
paedophile; it is apparently also not a problem for the child.
Paedophilia is primarily a problem for the non-paedophile, 
for society."

  - Frits Bernard *Pedofilie* (Paedophilia), 
  uitgeverij Aquarius, Bussum 1974

"Paedophilia can enrich society by bringing into it new 
perspectives."

  - Frits Bernard *Pedofilie* (Paedophilia), 
  uitgeverij Aquarius, Bussum 1974

"The law knows boundaries; love does not."

  - Frits Bernard *Vervolgde Minderheid* (Persecuted 
  Minority), Enclave, Rotterdam 1960

--------------------------------------------------------------------



Software:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Hot on the heels of the release of PGP 6 Freeware 
comes the international free release of PGP 6.0 
for Business.

ftp://ftp.replay.com/pub/crypto/pgp/pgp60/

This is the full-version, full-strength, not-for-export 
(but someone did).  Get the 12 megabyte pgp60_bs.exe from 
anywhere in the world. It now supports older RSA keys 
and new key-revocation features designed to thwart the 
UK governments' plans for key-recovery by government goons. 

It was released free (no serial number needed, it seems,
and this is the full commercial USA version) on the day 
that the USA persuaded 33 countries to sign up to its 
crazy crypto export controls (which probably won't affect
the net, by the way, as there is still no agreement on
"intangible exports", ie: software sent over the net).

-----------------------------------------------------------


ends

alt.support.girl-lovers                           9th December 1998
-------------------------------------------------------------------
http://www.duende.demon.co.uk/456.html      Last: 6th December 1998
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'Bandersnatch' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

UK TV notes:

Friday 11 December, 11.10pm - 12.55am CH5

The WOLF AT THE DOOR (Dir: Henning Carlsen, 1986) Biopic of Gauguin 
starring Donald Sutherland. Anna, his 15-year-old Javanese mistress, and 
a French schoolgirl who has a crush on the painter, both pose nude for 
him. - 'Sir A.J.'

Sunday 13 December, 3.20 - 5.25pm LWT

MEET ME IN ST LOUIS (Dir: Vincente Minelli, MGM, 1945) Set around the 
1903 World's Fair, with the delicate 7-year-old Margaret O'Brien as the 
youngest daughter, Tootie, who is quite morbid (She carries a doll with 
four fatal diseases). She overcomes her fear of a neighbour by throwing 
flour in his face on Halloween, then runs away screaming: 'I killed 
him!' Quite remarkable for a musical. - 'Sir A.J.'

'Bandersnatch'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

  [ There was also a programme on tonight which featured children
    talking about puberty! ]




'Aladdin Truelove' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------


 Ode to a Little Girl
 --------------------

There's something kind of special that a guy like me can do,
And that's to make a difference to a kind of girl like you.
I tried to love a lady who was closer to my size,
But she could get that kind of love from any other guys.

Although I'll get a shrug for it, I'll make just one admission:
You are a nicer work of art than Rembrandt, Ingres or Titian.
Your smile just can't be matched by that infernal Mona Lisa,
Not even when you're being bad, or eating messy pizza.
No matter if you've combed your hair or brushed your little pearlies,
Or torn your mother's magazines, or tiffed with other girlies,
Or didn't eat your vegetables, or threw them on the floor,
No matter if you've done these things, I'll love you all the more.

All I think of night and day, I swear, may folks deride me,
Is just to kiss your little lips, and hold you close beside me.
And as I sigh upon your chest, our hearts will break their tether,
And nothing bad can happen just as long as we're together.
So meet me at the forest gate this evening in your dreams,
And take me to the secret glade where faeries play their games.
The stars will twinkle brightly as we lie there in the dew,
And know that I'll be there, and think of nothing else but you.

Yours unconditionally,

'Aladdin Truelove'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Homer J Simpson' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all, i know i haven't posted in a VERY long time,but after 
reading the post from the last 4 days (dec 1-6) i feel i 
must release some of the blackness in my life by telling you 
all of a *positive* thing that happened on saturday night.

i was over at a friends house installing some software on 
his comp. and had brought over a big stuffed dog for my 
friends 2 1/2 y.o daughter (let's call her Janey), anyway 
it goes without saying that she loved it.....

we stayed up kinda late and watched small soldiers and i played
"supergirl" while her dad was watching and although i am a gl,
i didn't have ANY other motives,iwas only over to fix a 
computer and watch a movie..... but it also goes without saying 
that i'm so shy and shut in. i DO have that nasty "p" word 
stamped on my forehead because i was convicted in 1994 of 
having a relationship with a 13 y.o. 

needless to say, that blackness i carry is partly caused by that
relationship and partly from what *ANY* of us would go through by
going to jail,i just can't bring myself to go out in public 
unless i really have things like going to movies, buying books 
or munchies.

and i guess the moral of my post is this: if you can't handle the
pain, don't get involved..........

'Homer J Simpson'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Oh, how wonderful! I got to play with Alyson (correction: she got to
play with me ;-) ) for a long time last Sunday. At first I was afraid
that her grandmother didn't want to have me playing with the girls any
more, as I heared her say "<Desire> is just going to the toilet, you
don't have to help him with that," evidently telling them not to come
to me, but later it was she who asked Alyson whether she wanted to
show me what she had got from Sinterklaas the evening before. And
afterwards she even thanked me for keeping Alyson busy! (Michaela had
been with her uncle, who lives near our place, most of the time)
"...although you liked to do it yourself, too," she added. "I wouldn't
have done it if I didn't!" I answered. And even my relationship with
her is only getting more and more amicable. She's a wonderful woman -
well in her seventies, but still busy all day helping people.

And once again Alyson brought me in one of those so-easy-to-
misunderstand-as-sexual situations: We were playing doctor (she had
received a 'doctor set' as one of her presents), and she persisted
that the door be closed and was angry with her grandmother for walking
in on us. To which she got the reply that it was her grandmother's own
bedroom of all places that she didn't want her to get in.

--

> So pedo-bashing is more important than helping lost children!  

I'm sorry, but I don't think we're talking about pedo-bashing here.
Just about playing safe. Apparently it's more important not to be
suspected of being a pedophile than to save a child. This IS a crazy
world.

--

To 'Olivier':

I partly agree with you, partly not. There is a difference between
adolescent/adult sexuality and prepubescent child sexuality (of
course WITHIN those groups there a major differences as well, but
still I think we can see puberty as a kind of waterhed). Certainly.
But I do not agree that children's sexuality has "nothing to do with
sexual pleasure." The importance of sexual pleasure is probably less
than during and after puberty, but that certainly does not mean it's
not present. If it were just 'discovering the difference between man
and woman' and 'discovering the child's sexual identification', would
children masturbate as much and sometimes as often as they do? No!
They no doubt start out from discovering, but if it wouldn't just
'feel good', they would go on and discover something else very soon.
The fact that they don't to me shows that there is some internal
reason why they like it. And I guess that internal reason is pleasure.

As I said, you make some points I agree with, too. Children's
sexuality IS very different from ours, and if we don't realize that,
we could easily find ourselves misinterpreting the child's feelings.
That we find doing something with a child sexually gratifying does
not mean that the child, even if (s)he likes what is happening likes
it for sexual reasons. And on itself I say "So what?" As long as both
have fun, that's no problem. And it is not. But still we must keep it
in the back of our mind. And not interpret what the child is doing as
something sexual when it isn't. If we do, we might push him/her in a
direction where (s)he does not want to go.

Still, I don't see what all this has to do with 'consent'. Why would
it not be consent when a child likes a sexual relationship? In the
first place, children are sexual. You don't deny that. And yet you
deny that they feel sexual pleasure. Well, I don't. But, secondly,
and maybe even more important: Why would a child HAVE to feel sexual
pleasure to consent to something sexual? What definition of 'consent'
are you using? To me, consent means that the child has made a free
choice to do what she does, to allow what she allows. That she wants
what is happening. And I don't see why it would be consent to allow
you to, say, massage her because she likes the sexual feeling, but
not when she does so because she likes the feeling of friendship and
trust. To me, there's no important difference between these two. It's
both consent. In both cases she allows it, because she wants it.
That's what counts, not whether she wants it for precisely the same
reason you do.

--

'Ianthe', commenting on the method the newspapers have uncovered,
whereby 'evidence' in drugs cases gets from bogus 'partners in 
crime' who get their information from DEA, and then give made-up 
testimonies:

>  [ One wonders if the same tactics are being employed in
>    the 'war against abuse' ? ]

I don't think so. Not many abusers (or 'abusers') get arrested on
this kind of 'blow the whistle' testimonies. In abuse cases putting
pressure on the child and/or his/her parents ("If you don't press
charges, we are going to charge you with neglect.") is a much more
common method, I think.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ And there are a lot of petty criminals, who, on arrest,
     make the 'abuse excuse' in order to try to get a lighter
     sentence, and because they hear in jail (while waiting
     for trial) that they might also get 'criminal injuries
     compensation' from the government for the made-up 
     'abuse'. ]




'PK1' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

I hope this post goes through, my last couple (a couple weeks ago) 
never appeared.  This is a clipping from yesterday's weekend 
newspaper (small syndicated newspaper supplement that appears in 
some newspapers).

                             December 4-6, 1998 

                               Spice Daughter

      Are the Spice Girls neo-feminist or postmodern sexist? A father
                                  decides.

                              By David Diamond

   Frankly, my wife, Tia, and I agree on most everything about raising
   our 8-year-old daughter. We fall neatly into the parenting space
   between the anything-goes folks who blithely sip merlot while their
   kids watch /When Animals Attack/ and the uptight cult of No TV, No
   Videos, No Barbies.

   Now, Sporty, Scary, Posh and Baby have hip-hopped into our pleasent
   household. Overnight, my daughter and her friends were spending less
   time hosting elegant treehouse tea parties in favor of dancing around
   the house mock-suggestively and lip-syncing the poetry of a new
   generation of little women: /If you wannabe my lovah.../

   To my wife, the Spice Girls are a trashy marketing plot to take over
   our daughter's soul, undoing years of ballet lessons, piano lessons
   and Sunday school, and nullifying the lost hours of sleep ruminating
   over lessons in values. To Tia, the Spice Girls are skimpy on skirts
   and even skimpier on talent. In short, lousy role models.

   I couldn't argue the talent point with a straight face, but my bottom
   line was that these were girls just wanting to have fun -- no more
   threatening then the Precambrian rock 'n' rollers whose records were
   played non-stop in my household in the early '60s.

   Even if we didn't buy our daughter Spice Girls CDs and paraphernalia,
   they're /de rigueur/ as birthday party favors. The neighborhood kids
   even spawned a knockoff, "The Peace Girls," each with her own nickname
   and persona. They enlisted a savvy third-grader to be their manager,
   and my daughter is lobbying her cousin to design the Web site.

   I figure there's something to be gained by joining the fun. But when I
   try to get my little one to brush her teeth by making up a /Wannabe/
   parody involving dental hygiene, she isn't impressed. "Daddy, that's
   stupid," she snaps. "The Spice Girls don't sing about teeth. They sing
   about important things, like sex and love."

   I let it pass. Maybe that's because I took secret delight in her
   reveling in music her parents disapprove of. To me, this was nothing
   but a new generation declaring its independence by shocking its
   parents. Isn't that the point of adolescence (if not
   pre-pre-adolescence), anyway?

   To get a perspective from beyond my home and neighborhood, I ventured
   onto the Web. At /Salon/ magazine, neo-feminist Camille Paglia was
   writing things like, "Naturally, I approve of the Spice Girls as
   splended embodiments of the ... street-smart, take-charge contemporary
   woman I've constantly called for." And the Spice Girls' message of
   self-respect with Wonderbras was being described by old media as the
   new face of feminism. The suggestion is that by embracing the Spice
   Girls, daughters are revolting against the earnestness and androgyny
   of old-style feminism.

   Someday, I'll probably savor the memories. Like the night I heard the
   brassy sound of the Spice Girls blaring from the boombox in my
   daughter's bedroom and went in to turn it down. The room reverberated
   with take-charge lyrics about sex and love and getting what you want,
   but she was snug in bed with the bunny-theme blanket and pillow she
   has slept with every night she can remember and reading /Five-Minute
   Bunny Tales./

   No, it's not the Spice Girls we have to learn to love, but the fact
   that our little woman is her own little woman.

 end of newspaper article 

'PK1'
------------------------------------------------------------------------




'C' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

I eagerly await Quilty's upcoming book on nymphets in the movies, 
though I'm quite surprised that such a book hasn't already been written.  
It will be interesting to see what it includes and what it leaves out.  
By the way, here's another review of a nymphet film that I bet a lot of 
your readers never heard about yet:

BABE!(1988)  No, this Canadian production isn't about the cute little 
live-action talking pig, but a rare gem featuring the first appearence 
of BAYWATCH doll Yasmine Bleathe.  Just 12 years old in this film, she 
plays a budding starlet searching for her big break, joining forces with 
an over-the-hill vaudeville star played by comedian Buddy Hackett.  The 
young Yasmine is absolutely stunning (and quite filled out for her age).  
Highlights include her strip tease performance for her male orphanage 
pals (in which she ALMOST gets naked), her sexy gymnastics outfit 
(wait'll you see some of her OTHER outfits) and the unintentionally 
hilarious scene in which she offers her virginity to Hackett! (In a 
politically correct move, he gently refuses her... wouldn't ya like to be 
his character for just a day!?).  It's unlikely a film like this would 
be made in Canada today considering the current political climate there, 
so buy this flick and savor it as a great from the Maple Leaf union's 
open-minded past (it's out on video, but tough to find).

If I see anymore, I'll be sure to send them to you... keep me informed 
of the publication's dates, okay? :)  By the way, how good was Diane 
Kurys' C'EST LA VIE?  I hope it was better then PEPPERMINT SODA, which 
had few moments making it worth acquiring (including an unattractive 
nymphet, and almost no sexy clothing).
Thank you,

'C'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'n.s. aristoff' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

'Desire' wrote:
>'Daveboy' wrote:
>> Isn't the AOC low in Holland?..  12 I think!...  ;-)
>
>Well, the AOC is 16, but when the younger partner is 12 or older
>prosecution can ONLY be started after a prior complaint by the child,
>his/her parents or the child protection agency. This means that the
>de facto AOC is indeed 12. If the child is 12 or older, a truly
>consensual relationship will not be prosecuted.

Having lived in Holland and soon-to-be-convicted there for crimes that 
never happened, and having observed the operation of the "consent" 
clause and discussed it with several top Dutch attorneys (e.g., Spong), 
I can only conclude that your understanding of the law is completely 
and utterly incorrect.  The age of consent is 16, except in the 
absolutely extraordinary circumstance (theoretical, as far as I and 
the Dutch lawyers know) that the authorities would permit a minor 
to resist prosecution.  The minor's opinion is not taken into 
consideration and the idea of a "truly consensual relationship" does 
not exist for social workers and police.  In every case with which 
I (and the Dutch lawyers) are familiar, non-cooperating parents are 
themselves threatened with prosecution (for "giving opportunity to 
paedophiles") so that the minor has little choice but to "cooperate" 
with the authorities.

Moreover, judging by the more than doubling of sentences for sex 
offences in recent years, convictions for distribution of materials 
depicting mere nudity as "child pornography," and the seizure and 
destruction of private materials in Holland (some of which depicted 
only mere nudity), it is foolish to characterize Holland as more 
tolerant than other places.  I could cite additional examples of 
Dutch intolerance and injustice in this area, but frankly it's 
too depressing.

--

'n.s. aristoff' wrote:
>The claim that girls are looking for daddy is nonsense.

'The Pretender' reacted:
> So what are you saying?  That all girls who seek out the attention of
> 'men' are looking for sex?  Com 'on n.s., be realistic here.

A child can be looking for a friend, a big brother, a mentor or
teacher, a person to trust, attention and respect, or just for a bit 
of harmless fun. And then I'm only giving those things that I can 
readily think of that we can actually provide. No doubt there are
many more things one can think of that a child could look for in an
adult friend.

We don't disagree.  I was only reacting to the claim by moralists and 
child protectors that this is primarily what girls are looking for 
when they befriend someone older.

'n.s. aristoff'
------------------------------------------------------------------




'The Pretender' writes
------------------------------------------------------------------

>'Desire' wrote:
>>>'n.s. aristoff' wrote:
>>>The claim that girls are looking for daddy is nonsense.
>
>>'The Pretender' reacted:
>>So what are you saying?  That all girls who seek out the attention
>>of 'men' are looking for sex?  Com 'on n.s., be realistic here.
>
>Who is talking about sex? Your reactions are as much off-the-mark as
>those of anti-pedophiles who see all our behaviours as an attempt to
>have sex with children. 

Now that's an unfair comparison Desire.  I asked a QUESTION.  I didn't
make an accusation.  There is a _BIG_ difference.  

>Why would a child who is not looking for a father figure necessarily
>be looking for sex?
>
>A child can be looking for a friend, a big brother, a mentor or
>teacher, a person to trust, attention and respect, or just for a bit 
>of harmless fun. And then I'm only giving those things that I can 
>readily think of that we can actually provide. No doubt there are
>many more things one can think of that a child could look for in an
>adult friend.

I agree, but look at your statement, all of the things you mention are
things that a FATHER WILL PROVIDE (in normal situations). True?  

That's what I'm talking about, the LACK of a male role model in a
girl's life.  A "daddy" is exactly what MANY of these girls want and
need.  Over 25% of girls don't have a "daddy" in their life, and have
an inherent need to find one.  The same applies to boys too.  All
children have the same basic genetic needs for food, shelter, and
protection from 'predators'.  The Father plays an important role in
this respect.

--

In other news...

There was a TV magazine show doing a special report on this "nurture
assumption" by Harris.  It seems that aside from the one professional
who urged Harris to write the book, every other professional
completely disagreed with Harris' "assumption" and went as far as the
head of psychology at Harvard calling her, and I quote, "an
embarrassment to the profession" end quote.  (the show aired this past
week.)

'The Pretender'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Well, I guess everyone is going to give their
opinion on Oliviers little outburst, so I reckon
I'll get in too.

Before I do however, I just want to say to
Sanctuary that I really feel for you. It isn't
nice being in the kind of situation you find yourself with those
girls. What can you do? See if it was me, I would
stick my nose in the air and ignore them back. It would
still hurt like hell, but it would give me a
little satisfaction, although I'd rather be friends. 
Something good will come along Sanc, in the fullness 
of time. There's always a little girl round the corner. 
It's just a matter of finding her and keeping her! 
Good luck!

Ok, Oliviers statement. Firstly I agree with a
couple of things. Children's perception of sexual
activity is often different from that of adults. As is their
perception of the world. There were many things
that confused me as a child, which I understood better
as I got older, because I had more knowledge and 
experience. 

A situation where two young children are exploring
each others bodies is in many way totally
different than if two adults were involved, but only because
of their lack of knowledge and the physical 
differences. However I believe that many, even
young children, are definitely interested in
sexual matters, as sexual matters, as much as they can
understand. I am still not 100% sure about the age
at which actual penetration could take place, but
there are many other ways of gaining sexual 
satisfaction. I have known girls who were very
obviously sexually aware, as young as six or
seven, and others who didn't seem to express such an
interest. But then there are quite a few adults
who may not seem to be particularly sexually aware.
Basically I don't think age has much to do with
anything.

My niece is 12 years old, but is much more
intelligent than her extremely stupid father, and
may even be more intelligent then me. Whilst I may not 
be on a par with geniuses like Tr'Pahk or others,
I am certainly not stupid. 

Experience certainly does a play a big part. So
older people have more experience, understand
more.

But that doesn't mean that young children's lack
of such can prohibit them from gaining
satisfaction in a sexual or intellectual way. To say that
children have no sexual desires is both wrong and
ignorant.

It's the type of thing that anti-pedos come up
with. I say that without a trace of anger by the
way, it's just my opinion. Basically what Olivier appears to
be saying is that any perceived sexuality in a
child is a projection of the adults own sexual desires.
May seem reasonable on the surface, but doesn't 
actually measure up under scrutiny. I knew a young
girl, around six I think when I first met her, who
was continually groping me when she sat on my
knee, and who loved to be touched, not just by me,
but by others. She was very definitely sexual. It
wasn't my projection, because I had expressed no 
such sexual desires to her. She just was what she
is, a sexual being. 

What people need to realize and accept is that sex
is very much a major part of our lives from the
moment we are born. We don't suddenly wake up one
day and become sexual! If ten year olds are
capable of murder, are they not also capable of
not only being sexual, but being aware of it, and
desiring to explore it further? (whether 10 year olds
really are capable of murder in an adult sense is
something that I will leave for another time)

I shall close now as tiredness over comes me. I
look forward to the other points of this argument!


--

I was further considering Olivier's post, and
couldn't sleep. I was thinking over this idea 
of consent.

In order to consent to something you must
understand what you are consenting too.

Now, a child may have the intellectual capacity
of Albert Einstein, or Steven Hawkins, but will
never realize their full intellectual potential,
if they are kept locked in a closet their whole
life.

In order to grow to an understanding of anything,
we must first be allowed to gain experiences
that will teach us. It is through experience that
we learn. 

Therefore, if a child is allowed to experience
sexual matters in an open and healthy way, they
will soon gain knowledge that will indeed allow then 
to consent to sexual acts with other people and
at an earlier age than a child whose knowledge is 
restricted. It really isn't a matter of a child being 
able to consent in this issue, as the fact of whether 
or not adults will allow children to gain that 
experience that they need. The fact is that (most) 
adults do not want children to be able to make choices 
for themselves, and so therefore the child's learning
is restricted.  (However, children are humans too and
can use that human intelligence to learn, even
when they are restricted. Thats why we play behind
the bikesheds at school) Their learning would be
so much better and helpful and safer if adults would 
actually help them. 

So, to say that children cannot consent to sexual
matters, is to deny them the ability to be human.
Sexuality is both learned and instinctive. 

I rest my case for now.

'Freddy'
---------------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

An observation about David Hamilton's website:

Has anyone else here seen David Hamilton's official website?  I've seen 
the introduction but not the inside - I'm not about to pay for it.  The
introduction mentions that the Internet has "ruined David's business"
because of unauthorised copying of his images.  To put it bluntly, this 
is a load of bollocks.

   [ I could be wrong, but I suspect that, if anything, the 
     small-scale piracy of a few low-grade images will have
     introduced a whole new audience to a photographer who
     was in danger of going out of fashion, and so the net 
     will have stimulated demand for the prints and books and 
     videos, which is where the serious money is to be made. ]

While I've seen one or two Hamilton pictures in newsgroups a long time ago,
I haven't seen any recently.  They appeared amongst all the other (often
more worthy) images created and posted by other photographers.  While this
is not acceptable for Hamilton or others, in terms of copyright, for him to
be bleating about it is just sour grapes.

For years Hamilton enjoyed a near monopoly on photography of young girls,
and was one of the few "art" photographers (and I use the term "art"
advisedly) who could make a very comfortable living from his work.  This
was because he had achieved a fame and popularity which other photographers
of girls could only dream about, and was one of the few photographers that
people with desires for girls actually knew about.

The advent of newsgroups and the Internet didn't suddenly make Hamilton's
pictures available for free and therefore stop people buying his books.  It
introduced a little competition.  The front page whinge about copyright
infringement at Hamilton's site is rather a euphemistic whinge about
competition.  Suddenly people can choose between Hamilton's images or one
of many others - and in lots of cases I know who I wouldn't choose.

Hamilton has had an enviable life (he says so himself in 25 years of an
artist) and good luck to him.  To spend all day wallowing around with naked
youngsters on tropical isles is - no doubt - not a bad way to pass the
time.  Which is why I find his sour grapes at this point a little difficult
to stomach.  Hamilton has crashed back to earth where all the other girl
photographers have existed all along - and he doesn't like it.

A few reasons why Hamilton might not sell so many books with the
introduction of some competition:

Hamilton shoots in a style which went out of favour about a hundred years
ago - maybe he should try something new.

Hamilton eroticises his subjects (commendable) but doesn't allow them much
individuality (very different to, say, Jock Sturges).

Hamilton fetishes his subjects through cropping and framing.  Subjects are
often cropped just before the genitals - the framing equivalent of a pair
of knickers.  If this doesn't encourage the fetishisation of girls I don't
know what does. (The Japanese penchant for pixelating genitals does exactly
the same thing - the very portion of the body which is obscured becomes
infinitely more desirable).  (Just in case you forgot, in Freudian terms a
fetish substitutes the sight of castration - Hamilton has castration
anxiety! - joke)

So, my attitude is, Hamilton should hop off his high falutin' high horse
and release another book.  He should deal with the sorry news that he'll
only be making a million instead of a squillion, and perhaps should
consider going to one less isle next year to compensate.  Ie. Start living
like the rest of us and stop whinging.

--

A snippet from major circulation daily newspapers (The Sydney Morning
Herald and The Melbourne Age) - a weekend feature on a popular Australian
actress included the quote:

 "(The actress) is enormously attractive.  Because she's so tiny and funny,
 she's always seemed much younger than she is.  There's a sort of childlike
 quality that I think, apart from her sexy side, is very attractive to men."

Which struck me as having a bet each way - her "childlike qualities" are
attractive, at the same time as she's "sexy."  Non-paedophiles (presumably)
often fall into this trap I've noticed: saying how attractive childhood is
then just as quickly running away from the idea.

--

'Oliver' wrote:

> But thinking 
>that pre-teen girls have sexual desires is something I cannot accept.

What is this generalised term "pre-teen girls" supposed to include Oliver?
Does it include a five year old? - perhaps ten? - twelve?  Is there some
magical age at which sexual desires are "turned on"?  Rather than making
such generalised statements like the one above, maybe you should question
why you can't accept the possibility that such desires exist.  This
attitude is a product of ideology and culture - not nature.  Which is
precisely why you find it so difficult to accept.

 
Regards,

'Cipolin'
------------------------------------------------------------------




'Beamish' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Quietguy' wrote:
>This is my first post after lurking for a few months.

Welcome 'Quietguy'. I'm glad you're here. I hope you come to love
and get as much out of this group as I have. We're a pretty cool
bunch of people to get to know.

--

'Und-R-Ten' wrote:
>Also, please let me know if there are any others
>who share my intreset in girls' panties.  I actually have a pretty
large
>collection of them. I would love to find out that I'm not the only
>one with a drawer full of children's dirty panties.  :)

Well... I do have an interest in little girl's panties, and even
*have* some in my dresser drawer, but I bought them brand new from
a department store. There was only one time that I was brave enough
to take a pair of girl's panties from the laundry room dryer. I
lost them however. They belonged to a little neighbor of mine. I
remember feeling ashamed having done that, and worried that I would
be found out. The only other time I came into contact with
previously worn (but clean) girl's panties was when I rummaged
through my little sister's underwear drawer when I house-sat for my
parents who were on vacation with my younger siblings. Well, now
that I think of it, I remember the very first time I came into
contact with little girl's underwear. It was my ex-girlfriend's and
I had asked her if I could wear them one day after having made
love. Before I took her home, I gave them back to her. I'd be
interested to know, if you care to share, how you came about having
a drawer full of little girl's dirty panties? Just curious. You
don't have to answer, or if Ianthe thinks it may be to revealing,
he may request that you not answer. It's up to you, (and Ianthe)!

--

Sorry to ramble on. Happy Holiday's everyone! Here's hoping that we
all get what we wish for this season!

With Respect & Admiration,

'Beamish'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Snallygaster' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Aladdin Truelove' wrote:
>I felt a lot of pain for a while, too. I don't know if this is exactly 
>the same as you felt, but just after confirming to myself that I was a 
>GL I wentthrough a period of great insecurity. With all the negative 
>messages andstereotypes from society, being a GL can be pretty 
>devastating to one'sself-image. You've got to have faith in yourself.
...
>Actually, aren't most criminals people with very poor self-image from 
>anearly age? I believe that society's hatred of child-lovers is in 
>large partwhat turns so many pedophiles into actual abusers and 
>rapists. We keepgetting the message that we are "monsters" and 
>"perverts." Over and overagain. No wonder it becomes a self-
>fulfilling prophecy!

I know what you mean,  I felt the same way for so long until I found 
this list.  I spent most of my time cowering in my bed afraid of what I 
was feeling and thinking the best thing for me would be to end my life.  
I'm glad I was able to find out that what I was feeling did not mean I 
was evil.

the first time I admitted my feelings to anyone was when I was 13.  My 
best Friend had a 7 year old sister.  They had the typical brother/
sister relationship.  She looked up to him and he saw her as a pest.  
Every time I went over to his house I would show her some attention.  
She took ballet classes and collect stuffed animals.  she always liked
to show me the latest step she learned.  When I would come over to watch
TV, this was before the days of cable and VCR's, she would sit next to 
me. My friend would tell me to just push her away if she was bothering 
me. I didn't tell him I liked having her around.  On her 8th birthday 
I wanted to give her something.  I bought he a teddy bear and asked her 
if she would be my girlfriend.  She was so happy she gave me a hug and a 
kiss and sad yes.  Needless to say, her parents were not amused.  That 
was the first time I had heard the term pedophile, and pervert.  I was 
forbidden to see either her or her brother and many of my other friends 
were forbidden from seeing me after that.  I have basically kept very
much to my self since then.  The happiest moment of my life, after 
finding this list, was when some friends at work asked me what the deal
was with the pictures of the children on my web site.  I told them the 
truth, and waited for the hatred.  To my surprise it never came.  2 
years later they are still my best friends.

Others at work who have seen my web page have made some assumptions 
about it and I get watched on the companies "Bring your children to work
day."

Other then that I haven't had much negative reactions for it.

'Snallygaster'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Giggle Maker'
--------------------------------------------------------------------

'Florian' wrote:
>The only trouble with this term is that the other half 
>of the relationship, the younger half, cannot be referred to as a 
>paedosexual.  They, after all, are attracted to an older person.  

I think you've hit on something important there.  There is no word
for a girl who is attracted to adult men.  Of course, society
doesn't recognize that such an attraction is possible.  Nobody
studies children's sexuality the way adult sexuality is studied.  Of
course, we need to get society to recognize that there is a
difference between a pedophile and a child molester.  But perhaps a
necessary pre-condition is to get people to see that children can
have an innate sexuality from an early age, and that some girls are
attracted to adult men, without any seduction.  Maybe we
should be searching for a word to describe these girls.

--

'Quietguy' wrote:
>Anyway, I reckon, as a way of identifying each other in
>public, without other members of the public understanding 
>what we mean we should call ourselves teddy bears. (Kinda
>like a code word or a secret handshake).

I love it!  Henceforth I am a teddy bear.  Kinda like the Elvis
song.

> [ Unfortunatly there are gay men who call themselves 'bears',]

I don't see that as a problem.  Actually it adds stealth -- that's a
good thing.  

--

'Tr'Pahk' wrote:
>I would site as an example to the contrary the ways of the 
>Trobriand Island natives, who live in a matriarchal society, 
>where the men exist to hunt for food, and the women rule and raise 
>the families.  It does not matter there who one's father is, and 
>most children there (with the exception of those expected to take
>over the rule of the tribe, a hereditary post) neither know nor 
>care who their father is.

I don't disagree with most of your statement, but this part is
wrong.  Trobrianders are a matriarchal society, but they are also
mostly monogamous as adults.  Children normally live with father and
mother.  However, they are not considered to be related to the
father.  When a boy reaches a certain age, he normally goes to live
with his mother's brother, who will train him in any family secrets.
My source for this information is Malinowski's "Sexual Life of
Savages".

--

'Olivier' wrote :

>I do not deny the existence of children's sexuality. However, this 
>sexuality is axed on the discovery of physical and social
>differences between men and women, and on the child's sexual
>identification. It has nothing to do with sexual pleasure.

I have children.  Each of my children has masturbated from an early
age.  If they're not seeking sexual pleasure, then why are they
doing it?  Do you really mean that you think children are incapable
of sexual pleasure, or do I misunderstand your statements?

--

I had a happy serendipitous experience I'd like to pass along: I
went to meet my wife at the train station, along with my youngest
child.  The train was late, and we started playing games in the
tunnel.  Two little girls who were also waiting for the train joined
in, and we had a wonderful time!  I was the monster and chased them
all over.  Occasionally I'd catch one and "eat" her (I'd wrap my
arms around her and pick her up and pretend to bite an arm).  Of
course she would escape, and I'd have to chase her again.  I later
discovered that their mother was waiting in a car, and watching us
all the time!  If I'd known their mother was there, I'd have been
afraid to play with them.  But she seemed to think it ok.  I saw the
girls two other times, but on those days the train was on time, so
we didn't have time to play.

'Giggle Maker'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



Peter writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

To the readers of ASGL-L,

My name is Peter.  I am the coordinator of NAMBLA's prison project.  
The program is open to imprisoned boy-lovers and to other 
prisoners who agree with NAMBLA's principles of non-violence and
consensuality.  Our prison membership includes a number of 
girl lovers.

In anticipation of my starting a pen pal program, several gl's wrote in
asking to be included.  They pointed out however that they would feel
more comfortable writing to individuals who better understood them.  When
I approached Ianthe with this concern he suggested I address ASGL-L
contributors.  Because of the sensitive nature of writing to imprisoned
individuals I also urged him to check out my credentials.

As you consider writing to an imprisoned girl lover please understand
that prison inmates possess as much humanity as those of us who are free.
There is hardly a human being around who could not be jailed on some
pretext given a sufficiently zealous prosecutor.  And zeal is never
wanting when it comes to bl's and gl's.  Writing to a prisoner can enrich
the lives of both participants and create a synergy that will advance our
mutual cause. To this end I urge you to become a pen pal.

Imprisoned gl's and bl's are much more vulnerable than other inmates. 
Their safety is my top concern.  To this purpose a set of guidelines will
be issued to all participants before any correspondence takes place.  

If you decide to volunteer or have further questions write to me at
perterherman@juno.com  You may also write to me at Peter Herman, 341
Lafayette Street  #175, New York, NY  10012.

Thank you for your consideration,

Peter
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Ianthe writes: Please think carefully about this.  Do you
     have the time and commitment for such work ?  Please have 
     a 'cooling off' period of a few days before you reply, as
     Peter doesn't need a lot of fairweather enquiries which
     will fade away.  Also, prisoners can sometimes be demanding
     and manipulative - do you have the stamina and strength-
     of-character needed ? ]


'O' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

She is really beautiful, about 10.5 years old, long, shiny, perfectly 
blond hair, big smile, ready laugh, nice clothes, tall for her age.  
A goddess, an angel. A girl-lovers' support group is the place to tell 
these kinds of things, so, you have a function!

I met her by accident as she was rattling off some mathematical
discoveries.  She was compelled by adding three-place numbers, or 
that was the impression I had.  I was in a good mood, and her 
curiosity seemed unbounded.  So I was the god out of the machine and 
told her how to do a square root, something like the square root of 
36 being six.  I had won a friend for life.  Her curiosity was 
magnificent and driving, which I had guessed.

To this day I wonder what other bits of knowledge I have that 
might open up new worlds for her.  I would like it to be poetry 
but, well, poetry is so unpopular.

I mean the real stuff.  For now, I will just think about that.

It transpired that she wanted to spend some time with me (on the 
order of 30 minutes), and she got her mother's permission.  She 
and I were just fooling around, and she opened the door to a 
blackened, lightless room and halfway invited me to come in with 
her.  Kewl!  But I didn't catch this cue until she had popped 
out of the room again.  That's what playfulness is all
about.

I should stress that I have a prejudice against doing anything 
that is against the law, partly because of having had a 
grandfather in the legal trades.  Curiously, that gentleman was 
a gl who crossed the line, but at a time when people didn't pay 
much notice to that sort of thing.  Perhaps there was not the 
respect for children then, but physically practicing gl's
had less to fear than now.

Back to my adventure with Missy Blondness.  Adventure #1.  Her 
mother came and found us after about 30 minutes, and fine.  
Suspiciousness was evidenced by the mother, but she is a 
significantly good-hearted soul with a big laugh, so she just 
rounded up her child and went on to something else.

I took the hint that the mother liked to go out to eat, and that
she was likely to accept an invitation for me to take the two 
of them out for a meal at that time or some time in the future.  
What a pleasant inference.  I gave it some serious thought at 
that time.  There was the factor that this was a married woman,
with a remote-sounding husband.  I thought about all of that.  
The family seems to be dripping with money, which gives the 
child more sense of freedom.  Of this I am aware.

Maybe adventure #1 is enough for the first post.  The most recent
thing that happened is that I handed along some very nice gift 
candy to the girl, something purchased for a charity contribution, 
and I heard her happily chewing on a piece of it and was told by
her later that her mother had loved the candy.  In between 
various events, we exchanged several nice e-mails, a real 
thrill there, and my biggest sin with her was that, after she 
helped me with a few things voluntarily, I impulsively hugged 
her shoulder with my arm and kissed her on the head briefly.  
Felt bad about it later, hence the candy gift
(which seems to have made the waters smooth now.  I emphasize 
seems).

But I know the feeling of blond slick shiny sweet lovely yg's 
hair on my lips.  I could have gone the rest of my life without 
knowing that.  It was a little like devouring a shampoo 
commercial, so, it had it's limits.  But, it was wonderful.

At one time in the past I was a member of another gl support 
group in the States, and it helped me to have an incredible 
experience with an 11-12 y.o. girl (and her mom.)  Her mom 
pushed me into a little bit of experience with the girl, who 
was lonely.  ASGL might be the backstop that will lead me to
make the most out of this new amazing situation.  Every step 
of the way has to be examined carefully.  If I can be 
important to her, that is wonderful.

Best regards,

'O'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sunstorm' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

'Freddy' wrote:
>(Hmm, doing a spell check brought up 'Sunstroke' for
>your name. Are you feeling hot?.

I am feeling  _very_ hot when my little one is around. :-)

>Getting away from that, a friend today sort of
>revealed that her granddad and uncle had 'touched'
>her when she was young. I didn't push it, but it might
>be interesting to pursue if it comes up again.
>This friend is around 50ish.

I would be very interested to hear this from the perspective of one who
perceives that she was taken advantage of.  We could learn something from
this: what the circumstances of the touch were;   what her feelings were
about the sexual nature of the touch ; what she felt about the men after
that and how it effected her relationship with them. Please do ask.

--

'Tr' Pakh' wrote:
>At any rate, many factors,............ and the need for a "father figure",
>are due >more to societal conditioning, than any actual *need* inherent in
>the human >state of being.

Maybe. On the other hand, is it also social conditioning that causes a
child to need his mother?  I think not. Are we saying therefore, that
fathers are superfluous?   It would follow logically that our only real
function then, would be to impregnate a woman and go our merry way. Well,
maybe, again. However I think we can and do play a real and meaningful role
in the lives of our children and especially in the lives of our daughters.

Sure, a daughter can live without a father, but her life is simply not as
rich without him as it would be with him.  The "need", whether conditioned
by society or not, is still a real need, and girls without fathers  (in
western society at least),  seem less sure of themselves and more
vulnerable to negative influences than those with them.

Well, this is not scientific research and I'm not going to go off and read
psychology journals to back up my point. I have simply observed this over
the course of many years. Basta.

--

'Andre' wrote:
>A place you should certainly try is 'Childhood Visions Movie Club'.
>It does not claim 20,000 movies, only 500-1000, but they specialize
>on hard-to-find movies with children in them. A very valuable source.

Ok. I have searched for this using various engines, and have come up
empty-handed. I must now sheepishly beg for a URL where this can be
found........

'Sunstorm'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




Advert:
============================================
http://www.alessandrasmile.com
 Alessandra's Smile, an established USA 
 mail-order catalog of legal books & videos.
============================================


ends
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'Andre' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Big names this time are Peggy Ann Garner and Margaret O'Brien in 'Jane
Eyre' (two for the price of one I'd say) and Love Hewitt in 'Little
Miss Millions'. But the movie I myself would tip for this week is 
'Between the Devil and the Blue Sea', with a further unknown 10 year
old Vietnamese girl in one of the main roles.

--

Saturday, 13.00, RTL4: From the mixed-up files of Mrs. Basil E.
 Frankweiler (USA, 1995, children's) - Jean Marie Barnwell
A boy and a girl run away from home, and go into the Metropolitan
Museum, where they have adventures. Based on the book by E.L.
Koningsburg. Girls: ****

Saturday, 20.30, RTL5: Smooth talk (USA, 1985, drama/romance) - Laura
 Dern (17c15)
Connie is a 15 year old girl, finding her sexuality. She fights with
her parents, and together with her friends flirts with the boys. But
then she meets an older boy, who might not be the right guy to flirt
with.

Sunday, 14.01, Nederland 3: Between the Devil and the Blue Sea
 (Belgium/France/UK, 1995) - Ling Chu
A Greek sailor, stuck in Hong Kong and addicted to opium, finds new
happiness in life through the friendship of a 10 year old Chinese
girl. Girls: ****

Sunday, 20.15, ZDF: Rosamunde Pilcher: Dornen im Tal der Blumen
 (Germany, 1998, romance/drama)
Love relationship between a widowed father, and the teacher of his
15 yo daughter.

Sunday, 21.05, Veronica: When secrets kill (USA, 1997, thriller)
 - Lacey Chabert (14)
The biological mother of the Newham's adopted daughter Jenny wants to
get her daughter back. When she is later found killed, father Newman
is the obvious suspect. Girls: ***

Monday, 11.30, BBC2: Jane Eyre (USA, 1944, drama/romance) - Peggy Ann
 Garner (11), Margaret O'Brien (6)
A neglected orphan girl comes to work as a governess, and falls in
love with her mysterious employer. One of many movie adaptations of 
the classical Bront&euml; novel. Quality: ****, girls: ****1/2

Wednesday, 20.30, RTL4: To save the children (USA, 1994, drama)
A man keeps an elementary school hostage. Girls: **

Friday, 14.25, ZDF: Little Miss Millions (USA, 1993, road movie) -
 Jennifer Love Hewitt (13c9)
A rich girl, who is however unhappy with her money-grabbing
stepmother, runs away and tries to find her real mother. Her
stepmother hires a private detective to get her, but then double-
crosses him by telling the FBI he kidnapped the girl. Note: This is
one of three "Wunschfilme", viewers can vote (by phone) which of the
three movies will be shown. Girls: ****1/2

Friday, 20.30, RTL5: My father the hero (USA, 1994, comedy) -
 Catherine Heigl (14)
A father and his teenage daughter go to the Bahama's for holiday. To
look more grown-up, the girl pretends he is her lover. He agress to
play along with her, but one fantasy adds to the other. Girls: 
****1/2, quality: **

--

Possible girl-lover interest:

Saturday, 21.07, Nederland 1: Mama is boos! (Netherlands, 1986,
 comedy)
Father and mother fight over the children. Using physical violence.

Tuesday, 22.45, ZDF: Angst (Germany, 1993, drama) - Antje Westermann
When a father, found guilty of abusing his daughter, is released from
prison after seven years, this causes unrest for the rest of the
family.

--

'Ianthe' wrote:
>   [ There was also a programme on tonight which featured children
>     talking about puberty! ]

If you look closely, I had added it to my last list. Despite that, I
forgot to watch it myself...

--

'Sunstorm' wrote:
> Ok. I have searched for this using various engines, and have come up
> empty-handed. I must now sheepishly beg for a URL where this can be
> found........

Oops... Sorry... Of course I had meant to give the URL, but apparently
forgot. It's http://www.childhoodvisions.holowww.com/

'Andre'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Bandersnatch' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Here's some stuff of possible interest on UK TV over the Christmas 
period.

It's mainly films, but on Christmas Eve there's a feature about 12yo 
budding soprano Charlotte Church (who looks quite tasty from the Radio 
Times photo). I hope she gets some proper roles soon; I'm fed up with 
early teen characters (Margherita in various Fausts, Isolde in Tristan) 
being played by fat 35 year olds - but the Wagner is going to have to 
wait a few years (if, indeed, her voice is suitable).

Saturday 19 December, 10.30pm - 12.50am BBC2

The HOUSE OF THE SPIRITS (1993) South American historical melodrama from 
Isabel Allende's novel with Jeremy Irons & Meryl Streep. The story 
includes their young daughter Blanca who skinny-dips with the native 
children and narrowly avoids a child-molester who gets her on his lap. - 
'Sir A.J.'

Sunday 20 December, 2.00pm - 4.45pm BBC1

The SOUND OF MUSIC (Musical, 1965) Nuns, Nazis, goats... and kids too! 
(OK, OK...) Julie Andrews plays a flighty nun who leaves the convent to 
work as governess to a stern widower's seven children - five of them 
girls of various ages - something for everyone!.

Sunday 20 December, 5.45pm - 7.25pm BBC2

WILLY WONKA AND THE CHOCOLATE FACTORY (1971) Children's musical comedy 
from a Roald Dahl story, featuring various children privileged to be 
shown around a fantastical sweet factory by its somewhat demented owner 
(played by Gene Wilder).

Thursday 24 December (Christmas Eve), 1.30pm - 2.00pm ITV Carlton 
(regions may vary)

CHARLOTTE CHURCH - VOICE OF AN ANGEL: Feature about the 12yo soprano 
whose debut album "Voice of an angel" rapidly achieved platinum sales.

Thursday 24 December (Christmas Eve), 2.05pm - 4.30pm CH4

ANNIE (Musical, 1982, dir: John Huston) In USA in the Depression, 10yo 
orphan Annie (Aileen Quinn) dreams of "Tomorrow"; her luck changes when 
she is adopted by billionaire Daddy Warbucks.

Thursday 24 December (Christmas Eve), 3.40pm - 6.00pm CH5

The ADVENTURES OF BARON MUNCHHAUSEN (Directed by Terry Gilliam, 1989) 
Superb fantasy film, with excellent performance by Sarah Polley as the 
little girl who believes in the Baron (John Neville). Great special 
effects and supporting cast (Eric Idle and co). - 'Sir A.J.'

Friday 25 December (Christmas Day), 9.55am - 11.40am CH4

SWALLOWS AND AMAZONS (1974) A children's adventure based on the Arthur 
Ransome novel in which four children on a sailing trip meet the tomboy 
'Amazons' (I haven't seen it so I don't know whether it's of any 
interest.)

Friday 25 December (Christmas Day), 11.00am - 12.50pm BBC1

MIRACLE ON 34TH STREET (1994) Remake of the classic 1947 fantasy: this 
time Mara Wilson ('Matilda') plays the sophisticated little girl who 
doesn't believe in Santa.

Sunday 27 December, 2.45pm - 4.25pm BBC1

The WIZARD OF OZ (1939) Classic fantasy musical. A tornado whisks 
Dorothy (Judy Garland) from Kansas into a strange and dazzling world. (I 
think that Judy Garland was 14 in this, but at least they had the 
decency to tape her breasts flat.)

Monday 28 December, 10.20am - 12.20pm ITV Carlton (regions may vary)

LITTLE GIANTS (Rick Moranis, 1994) The secret weapon of the wimpy 
American football team is a girl! Cute 12-year-old tomboy Courtney 
Peldon shows the boys how to play a man's game. Scenes of her in her 
cheerleader outfit. - 'Sir A.J.'

Tuesday 29 December, 4.05pm - 5.25pm BBC1

MR NANNY (Columbia, 1993) Loveable hunk Hulk Hogan is bodyguard to two 
rich kids with a passion for sadistic practical jokes. I fast-forwarded 
through most of it, but Madeline Zima, the 6-year-old daughter, is cute 
in her ballet tutu (as is the Hulk!). - 'Sir A.J.'

Wednesday 30 December, 1.30pm - 3.25pm ITV (most regions)

MY GIRL (1991, Dir: Howard Zieff) 11-year-old Anna Chlumsky is great as 
the young poetess dealing with death. Junior Bardot award. Favourite 
scene: where she gets into bed showing her panties, to say the least. - 
'Sir A.J.'

(I'll have to see it this time round: previously I've been put off by 
the yucky Macaulay Culkin.)

Friday 1 January, 11.00am - 12.20pm BBC1

The LITTLE RASCALS (1994 dir: Penelope Spheeris) Comedy based on the Hal 
Roach 'Our Gang' children's series of B&W shorts from the 30s and 40s. 
Slated by films critics, including 'Sir A.J.'

Friday 1 January, 1.50pm - 4.05pm BBC1

CHITTY CHITTY BANG BANG (1968, musical) An inventor restores a 
clapped-out racing car with the help of his eccentric father and two 
children, but the vehicle turns out to have magical powers.

(Now here's a jolly old film from the past! I haven't seen it in years, 
so I don't know whether I'll still enjoy it. The 'flying car' special 
effects looked crude even when it came out, but one of the specially 
made cars still tours outdoor events.)

--

There's also several 'Lassie' films for alt.support.dog-lovers and quite 
a few by a guy called Russ Meyer who seems to have a thing about 'organs 
for the nourishment of infants'.

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Aladdin Truelove'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

They've changed the drawing on the Coppertone lotion bottle!

Now, the girl's blue bathing suit has enough material to cover her entire  
bottom, even though the little dog is pulling it halfway down. This magical  
fabric must be made of a new kind of censorship-enabled polymer :-(

Apparently now we aren't even allowed to see a little part of a toddler's  
bum, not even in a cute happy drawing. Jeez, what kind of hateful message  
does this send to children about their bodies?

Another foothold of our culture slips away... What's next?

Discouraged,

'Aladdin Truelove'
--------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Can't have them pervo-philes seeing naked baby butts 
     in Wal-Mart, can we!? They might stain the nice polished
     floors... <<irony>> ]



'Beamish' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi again everyone! I simply had to write to let you know that I
broke down and bought Mary-Kate & Ashley Olsen's new movie
"Billboard Dad" and *I loved it*! It's their best movie yet. On top
of that an autographed picture of the girls came with the movie.
(Which I proudly display on top of my TV set. (The picture, not the
movie :-))) Thank you to all of you who recommended it.

Today while I was riding the city bus home I saw the most wondrous
site. There was this little girl who I would guess to be around 9
or 10, long dark blonde hair, and wearing tight jeans. I could also
see the white frilly waistband of her panties above her jeans.
Anyway she was with a man whom I assumed to have been her father.
All throughout the bus ride this man had his arm around the girl,
stroking her hand and arm. It was the most loving and natural thing
to him. Something that one doesn't usually see. I was thinking to
myself "lucky duck, if only *I* had a little girl to love like
that." *sigh* On a connecting bus I also had a nice time playing
smiley face with this adorable Hispanic girl about 3 years old.
Needless to say, these two instances brightened up my day and
brought a nice warm fuzzy feeling inside me.

'Beamish'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'S' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Squash Blossom is a fashion design studio and a store. Here 
you can design little girls dresses, hats, T-shirts and 
leggings. It seems your designs are modelled for you while
you wait! 

'S'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'L' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Ianthe wrote:>
>   [ One wonders if the same tactics are being employed in
>    the 'war against abuse' ? ]

I have no doubt that they are.  One has to be very careful these days.  I
would advise all readers of this mail list to be extremely careful.  All it
takes is a suspicion to get you in deep hot water even if you've never
actually done anything.  I have gone to extreme lengths to learn how to
imitate the kind of authoritarian, condescending, aloofness that is the
typical adult's attitude towards children and yet hugging a four-year-old
(who I'll call Anita) and letting her sit on my lap got me branded as a
suspected pedophile by Anita's mother who is my friend's cousin.  Three
years later (I hadn't even seen Anita since then), Anita's female cousin
who was a couple of years older taught her a few "sex games."  One day,
Anita's mother caught her masturbating and asked her where she had learned
that.  Before Anita had a chance to answer, her mother asked, "Did ...
(Insert my name here) teach you that?"  Not wanting to get her cousin in
trouble, Anita said yes.  Fortunately, these are the kind of people that
hate the police almost as much as "child molesters" and my friend has some
influence with Anita's mother and convinced her that I wasn't involved or
it could have been a VERY bad situation. After all, everybody knows you're
supposed to "believe the children" <dripping with bitter sarcasm> aren't
you?

In reality, I agree that if a child comes to you unprompted and reports
"sexual abuse", it's very rarely a lie.  Especially with younger children.
But people don't realize how easy it is to lead a child into "admitting" to
things that never happened.  Sometimes they will claim that the child
couldn't possibly know the things they're talking about unless it were the
truth.  And although this isn't always true (some children know a lot more
about sex than adults give them credit for), but, even if the child wasn't
asked leading questions, it is quite common for them to lie about WHO
committed the "abuse" to protect the "perpetrator" who is frequently a
loved one.

--

To 'Olivier':

I have to say that I am quite certain you are wrong both on the issue of
consent and that of childhood sexual pleasure.  I know this from a number
of books that I've read, several children that I've known, adult friends
who have talked about their childhood sexual experiences and my own
personal experiences.  For example, I was masturbating to orgasm a full 2
years before I began to show signs of puberty and the feeling was no
different than it is today (actually, I've had a decline in my testosterone
level in recent years so it was actually stronger then) except that I
didn't ejaculate.

I will go into more detail on this issue later, but, for now, suffice it to
say that I once believed as you did.  This is a common mythology in today's
society and the belief is so profoundly powerful that it constitutes
"denial".  Have you ever been in denial and suddenly woken up and seen the
truth one day?  It happened to me about 15 years ago.  It's a very strange
experience.  It's like somebody walks up to you and slaps you across the
head so hard that you get dizzy and nearly pass out.  When your head
clears, you look around and see the truth and it's so incredibly obvious
that you can't imagine how you could have seen it any differently.  Our
entire society is currently in such a state of denial over childhood
sexuality.  When a person is in this state, they can see incontrovertible
evidence contrary to their beliefs and still retain their beliefs.  It's an
unbelievably powerful kind of blindness.  

The first thing I would suggest you do is to clearly define the term
"consent" and clearly define what is meant by sexual pleasure, sexual
desire, romantic love, etc., and what a person feels.  Like I said, I will
go into more detail on this subject later, but I believe I have a
semi-clear understanding of these issues now after 15 years of struggling
to understand them.  I believe there are differences in adult sexuality and
child sexuality but I am now quite certain that my sexuality is much closer
to that of the child than it is to most adults.  I assume that this is
probably true for most pedophiles.  Without going into much detail, I will
say that I believe that the most important of these differences are related
to an element of violence and a kind of disguised power struggle that
occurs in adult sexual relationships but is greatly reduced or absent in
child-like relationships.  Also, I think there is a much more powerful
possessiveness inherent in adult relationships.  

Given these beliefs, I no longer find it strange that adults are appalled
at the thought of child-adult sexual relationships.  Most people project
their own feelings onto others and, if I felt the way they do in my
relationships with children, I would completely and absolutely agree that
it is inappropriate and harmful to the child.

Finally, I want to say that I found your words "I found their authors
unworthy of pretending to be girl-lovers" to be extremely harsh and
arrogant.  I would suggest that you open your mind a little.

--

'Aladdin Truelove' wrote:
>I felt a lot of pain for a while, too. I don't know if this is exactly the 
>same as you felt, but just after confirming to myself that I was a GL I
>went  
>through a period of great insecurity. With all the negative messages and  
>stereotypes from society, being a GL can be pretty devastating to one's  
>self-image. You've got to have faith in yourself.
>
>I got over it in a few months. Now I'm pretty comfortable with who I am. I  
>know I am a good person who could never harm a child. Now, nothing I see on  
>the news can make me feel bad about myself. But, I still get very angry  
>sometimes!

Thank you for your concern Aladdin.  It means a great deal to me.

Unfortunately, I also am pretty comfortable with who I am (though it took
me quite a few years to get to that point).  I despised myself for many
years, thinking that I was a horrible pervert.  I begged and pleaded with
God to take it away (I used to be a "born again" Christian) for years, to
no avail.  But one problem that I've always had is feeling rejected and
hated by society every time I hear of a ridiculous law being passed or a
pedophile getting busted or some nasty vindictive talk about pedophiles,
even if it's in the newspaper or on T.V.  I personalize these things and
feel the same as I would if somebody had personally come up to me and spit
in my face.  Even reading Olivier's comments was extremely painful for me.
In recent years, the pain has gotten worse and worse.  I have tried to
convince myself that I don't care what people would think about me (if they
knew what I was), but I just can't seem to convince myself and I feel the
pain of rejection as if they DID know and had rejected me already.  I know
it's absurd, but I can't seem to do anything about it.  

BTW, a little off the subject here:  Although I agree that many (perhaps
most) "criminals are people with very poor self-images from an early age",
I think the "self-esteem proponents" got a little mixed up because "poor"
self-image is what WE define as a "poor" self-image.  People tend to act
according to their self image but a "poor" self-image doesn't necessarily
mean that the criminal feels bad about themselves.  One can feel very good
about being evil and this evil self image will cause them to act in ways
that are detrimental to society.  I do strongly suspect, however, that many
pedophiles end up actually molesting children because their image of
themselves is so bad (not "poor" in this case).

'L'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Olivier' writes :
-------------------------------------------------------------------------

To all of you,

Thank you very much for your comments about my last post. I see things 
under a brand new light now. Your sayings were (almost) all very 
sensible, and I have changed my opinions in a drastic way. I was really 
wrong when I said that children cannot seek sexual pleasure. I 
understand it now. 

Hence what I said about consentement was also wrong.

But I still think we have a responsability that goes beyond the 
consentement of the girl when dealing with sexual relationship, because 
many children who had sexual relationship with adult afterwards feel bad 
about what happened, even if they were perfectly willing to have these 
relations. You will tell me that they feel that only because they are 
told it was abuse by society. It is perfectly true (at least if the 
adult was a girl-lover and not an abuser). However, it does not change 
the fact that the girl might consider what happened as something very 
negative. So I think we should be really careful, and always consider 
what may come out of such relations before allowing ourselves and the 
girls to have sexual contacts. It surely needs a great deal of mutual 
confidence and understanding, an enormous deal of love, to be assured 
nothing bad will come out of it.

--

In a wholly different order of ideas, there is something quite exciting 
going on in my neighbourhood. My next door neighbour is moving. Because 
his house is quite big, I always dreamed it was going to be bought by a 
couple with some children, and maybe a cute little girl. Yesterday, I 
spoke with a woman who said that the house was perfectly what she and 
her husband were looking for. They will be moving in soon. And, believe 
it or not, they have FOUR daughters, the oldest being 16 years old... I 
cannot wait to see the younger ones!

Sincerly yours,

'Olivier'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Christin' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Cipolin' made a particularly nasty attack on David Hamilton recently:
>Has anyone else here seen David Hamilton's official website... The
>introduction mentions that the Internet has "ruined David's business"
>because of unauthorised copying of his images. To put it bluntly, this
>is a load of bollocks.

It must be wonderful to know so much about Mr Hamilton and his business
that you can put him down and deny what he says on such an important
issue. Did you get your Hamilton diploma on the internet itself,
perhaps?

Let's look more closely at your other observations:

>While I've seen one or two Hamilton pictures in newsgroups a long time ago,
>I haven't seen any recently.

Well you obviously are not an observant fellow. Every day in the
newsgroups I see Hamilton breaches. Sometimes a handful, sometimes
several hundred. And there are dozens of pay-to-view web-sites that
display his images illegally.

>For years Hamilton...was one of the few "art" photographers (and I use the
>term "art" advisedly) who could make a very comfortable living from his
>work.  This was because he had achieved a fame and popularity which
>other photographers of girls could only dream about...

Let me get this straight: you consider yourself competent to imply that
Hamilton's work might not be art? And you feel it necessary to resort
to sarcasm to make that point? How do you reconcile that opinion with
the fame and popularity you acknowledge? Sorry, you reveal the weakness
of this argument by contradicting yourself.

Are you aware that Hamilton's work hangs in leading art galleries
around the world? Are you aware that he is one of the most popular art
photographers of all time? Are you aware that he is also one of the
world's best-selling photo-book authors?

   [ Ianthe writes: (I'm sure Cipolin will stick his oar in, but...)
    
     But someone else said his books don't sell because of the net.
     Could it be that, by now, most everyone who wants a printed
     copy has one, which is why new books don't sell so well? ]

>The advent of newsgroups and the Internet didn't suddenly make Hamilton's
>pictures available for free...

Sorry, that's exactly what it did. Use your brain. If a person's
pictures are posted on the internet, is this not making them available
for free? And who will buy something in one forum when they can get it
in another for free?

   [ Not the same. Scan any photo out of a book, then even with a
     good scanner and correction/compression software to correct 
     the scan, hold the book next to the screen and you can instantly 
     see that the print is miles better than any 80kb jpg. And print 
     out that jpg at the same size as the original, and then hold 
     it next to the book - it will look abysmal. I know plenty of people 
     online who have purchased legit (girl-) artists' books because they 
     saw a selection of the images on the web. ]

>...it introduced a little competition.

Huh? How can a picture posted on the net be competition for the same
picture in a book? Competition implies a different picture, a different
author. If piracy is just another word for competition, let's all get
rich by pressing illegal copies of compact discs of the world's
favorite singers and see how many we can sell before going to jail.

   [ Err... ever heard of MP3 ?  It's kind of big, but I don't 
     see Liam Gallagher down the dole office... ]

You even contradict yourself again on this point when you write:

>Suddenly people can choose between Hamilton's images or one of many others...

We are not talking about the pictures of "many others", we are talking
about the same person's pictures. The only choice here is to buy
something in a book or get the same thing for free on the net.

>Hamilton shoots in a style which went out of favour about a hundred years
>ago - maybe he should try something new.

More sarcasm. It's a style that he invented and it served him well. You
say he should try something new. He did, he opened a web site. And
you're criticising him for it. Be consistent.

>Hamilton fetishes his subjects through cropping and framing.

This is no more than a bit of snobbish, effete bullshit from a
self-appointed art critic who doesn't even understand the meaning of
the word "fetish". Cropping can hardly be accused of being a fetishism
device. It is far more likely to be for artistic reasons or for
personal safety reasons. Besides, I've seen many Hamilton images that
are not cropped as you allege.

>Hamilton should hop off his high falutin' high horse and release another book.

Oh, have you written to him offering to publish one? If not, why not?
Come on, tell us.

>He should deal with the sorry news that he'll only be making a million
>instead of a squillion

Perhaps you are an accountant in the industry? Such intimate knowledge
of the revenues of book authors is rare indeed. Unfortunately quite
wrong.

>perhaps should consider going to one less isle next year to compensate.

More ill-informed sarcastic bullshit. When, to your knowledge, did Mr
Hamilton last visit an isle? Come on now, give us the benefit of your
intimate knowledge of his personal life.

You might not think his work is art but most of the photobook-buying
world disagrees with you. But does it matter if it's art or not? If you
like it, buy it if not, don't buy it but don't apologise for piracy.
It's illegal for a good reason.

If you create something, you must be able to sell it or you don't make
any living from it. If people can steal it for free they will not buy
it. That is plain common sense. I think you have not thought this
important issue through. You should be supporting artists, not pirates.
But I think you must have a personal axe to grind because all I can
hear from you is jealousy and bad logic.

:-) greetings,

'Christin'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

hi!

'Sunstorm'- I agree that it would be interesting to
find out the perception of my friend to her 'abuse'.
However, I will not push it, because I know that these 
things can be sensitive.

Still, if the situation comes up I'll keep you
informed. Her attitude by the way was one of, well it 
happened and it was sort of expected.

She didn't seem to have malice toward the
individuals, but on the other hand didn't say, yes I 
enjoyed it! - but that's got a lot to do with the 
fact that most people see such interactions as 
totally wrong. 

It used to confuse me a bit, this panty smelling
thing. I mean to be smelling someones dirty panties, 
yeuch!. However, where I used to live, a few years ago 
now, I became friendly with a little girl of around 8 
and her family. There was a very light sexual discourse
here. But not much, although I certainly would have
wanted more and she could have been willing, but anyway. 

Well, they asked me to look after the house when they 
went on holiday, so I did. I thought, great
I'll look for nice photos! (oops). But I just
happened to come across a pair of this little girls panties 
in the wash basket. Hmmm! Now I understood the attraction! 

I think the whole pantie thing is insane. I've
seen little girls naked, but still get turned on by seeing 
their panties. Can anyone explain this? Then again sex 
is insane. No it really is if you actually stop
to think about it. So I'm insane! Shoot me! Come
to think of it, once you've seen someone naked, why is 
still exciting next time?

And what do lesbians really get up to? Now two ten
year old lesbians. OOps, I've just come!

I was interested in, I think it was Desire's,
account of his landladies reaction to his play with her 
granddaughter. I suspect that very old women, ie over 60! 
(That's very old!) are not as suspicious as the current 
generation.  The reason could be that they are sexually 
naive, because in their day it didn't happen. Ok it must 
have, but they always say it didn't. I wonder if this is 
true, or if I'm just gloryfying old ladies?

I think I've waffled on enough. This group is too
addictive.

Bye!   

'Freddy'
------------------------------------------------------------------------


'Flickorna' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone! :)

I thought you might think this was interesting... it comes from another 
mailing list...

>Date: Sat, 31 Oct 1998
>Subject: Re: Gender stereotyping
>
>On the subject of teaching girls to be wary of boys & men....
>
>I think we have to be honest with ourselves, and teach our children
> -- *all* our children -- that they have to be careful, trust their
>instincts, and if necessary protect themselves from anyone, male or
>female.  I was a counselor in an all-girls camp who had to become an
>instant "therapist" one summer to try to help a small group of girls
>who had been sexually abused/assaulted by a handful of the *female*
>counselors.  It happens -- not as often as with men, true -- so we
>can't simply assume that women = safety.
>
>And that's not even taking into account physical & emotional abuse,
>which in my experience is much more devestating, and seems to be an
>equal-opportunity offense.

'Flickorna'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Spelvin' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

I am always curious about the psychological background behind any 
photographer of nude children.  Here are a few explanations, as 
I understand them:

JOCK STURGES grew up with no sisters, so he spent all that time 
wondering what those creatures looked like underneath those 
dresses.  So now he's making up for lost time.

STARR OCKENGA grew up in a prudish family, so she felt guilty doing 
even so much as stripping for a bath.  So she's swinging the 
pendulum the opposite way, also.  She likes anyone nude, young or 
old, male or female.

SALLY MANN, on the other hand, grew up nude.  She probably doesn't 
regard her gymno-pedo-photo-graphs as any more shocking than her 
landscapes.

I haven't been able to figure out CHARLES DU BOIS HODGES.  For each 
photograph, he had a different excuse: either nudity is appropriate for 
the setting, nudity serves a symbolic function, or the background is too 
turbulent for a clothed subject.  I suspect that he just liked to strip 
children and show them off.

SHEILA METZNER grew up in poverty.  So she probably wants to gramorize 
her own daughters so that they could enjoy what she missed during her 
own childhood.

I can't figure out why IRENE IONESCO

'Spelvin' wrote:
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Under Ten' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

'Beamish' Wrote:
>I'd be
>interested to know, if you care to share, how you came about having
>a drawer full of little girl's dirty panties? Just curious.

Beamish, (And all intrested to know) I guess you can call me a 
"Panty Bandito". You see, Where I do my laundry there are only 5 washers 
and 5 Dryers for the whole complex.  I always bring laundry down at 
night and usualy if the Laundry Area is busy people leave their bags of 
dirty wash in hopes of getting a machine.  Sometimes these bags stay 
overnight and that is when this "Bandito" makes his move. I only go 
after the dirtiest ones.  I have discovered that little girls seem 
to have the weakest bladders!  

'Under Ten'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Surgeboy' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

I know this is trifling with a piffle, but perhaps there are
some who have not thought about this unusual legal quibble:

"It may indeed be illegal for an adult to have sex with a minor,
but it doesn't seem at all illegal for the minor to have sex
with an adult."

I thought it was funny when I first heard it....
unrealistic, but funny.

'Surgeboy'
-----------------------------------------------------------------


'n.s. aristoff' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Here is an abstract from an interesting study:

Smith AM, Rosenthal DA, Reichler H
 _High schoolers masturbatory practices: their relationship to sexual
 intercourse and personal characteristics_
 Psychol Rep 1996, Oct;79(2): 499-509 

This study examined the self-reported masturbatory experiences of high
schooler and the relationships between masturbation and sexual
intercourse and personal characteristics of these young people. A total
of 436 suburban Australian adolescents between 15 and 18 years of age
participated. Boys were more likely to report ever having masturbated
(58.5%, versus 42.7%) and to have done so more frequently than girls
(38.2% versus 8.7% reporting masturbating three or more times a week).
While there was no significant sex difference in the age of initiation
of masturbation there was some evidence that girls began masturbation
earlier than boys.

'n.s. aristoff'
-----------------------------------------------------------------


'Sanctuary' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'O' wrote:
>She is really beautiful, about 10.5 years old, long, shiny, perfectly 
>blond hair, big smile, ready laugh, nice clothes, tall for her age.  
>A goddess, an angel. A girl-lovers' support group is the place to tell 
>these kinds of things, so, you have a function!

Mine is to rejoice that you have the opportunity to make a new friend.
I hope that the mother will always support you or that the girl will
like you anyway.

>Maybe adventure #1 is enough for the first post.

Tease <hehe>

'Sanctuary'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sihme' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

I know there are some of you who would consider seriously the idea
of having a relationship with an adult woman because you want
access to her children, but I wonder if any of you have been in my
current situation, and if so I'd love to hear.

My situation has to do with a little girl I met a few months ago at 
the beach, and made friends with her and her family that same day, 
from scratch. beginning as strangers.  Since then I have had lunch 
with her father (who is almost twice my age) a couple of times, and 
it has been revealed that HE is interested in ME because for various 
reasons he wants an intimate relationship with a man.  Although I'm 
not homosexual, or even bisexual for that matter, it doesn't bother
me at all hahah.. now, he is a very intelligent and understanding 
person, and since he was being so honest and straight-forward with 
me I bit the bullet and told him I was a paedophile.

Interestingly, he said he couldn't think of me as one because his 
impression is based solely on the media's version, and naturally I'm 
not like that at all.  Believe me, it's a hard thing to reveal to the 
father of a 7 year old girl you have a mad crush on that you're 
a pedo!

But, it seems he's fine with it, and I think he would probably let 
me interact with her as much as I like.  I'm really very happy that 
this sequence of events has come to pass.

So, especially for those of you who have no interest in men sexually, 
would you do it?  To me it seems a really small price to pay, and at 
times I have even optimistically thought 'this is a good opportunity 
to explore that area of my sexuality' !

Isn't it a wonderful world?

'Sihme'
----------------------------------------------------------------------


'MD' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear asgl,

This is my first ever letter into this group, yes i am afraid 
of being out here without a clue who is watching you, but i 
want to be free of this misery from being condemed because I'm 
a gl. i don't have much history with this pedophilia hysteria, I'm 
a plain girl lover and that's it. i enjoy the smiles of little 
girls, it brightens my days. 

i see that you guys were talking about little girl panties - i 
saw some today at a thrift shop, they are pretty cheap to buy 
little girl used panties. i am glad that there is a group out here 
than i can feel apart of. and not be afraid to know who i really 
am a girl lover. i love to be around little girls, sometimes 
you can tell that they want to be with you or that they have 
crushes on you when they are young. i love little girls it is a 
good thing better than women who have opinions about everything 
in the world. these little girls are innocent and shouldn't be 
taught the wrongs of society. if they feel sexual attention 
brings them what they want then so be it, as long as the child 
enjoys being ingaged in sexual contact. i hope i get a large 
response from you other gl's out there. i want to hear some stories 
of real life accounts. if thats ok with Ianthe, i dont know all 
the rules in regulations on this group. so just shout out at 
the 'MD' (me) hehe.

'MD'
---------------------------------------------------------------



'Rational' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

I hadn't posted anything for more than a month but nothing bad has
happened only my schedule has been more difficult than I would like.
Well, I'll post something longer later with lots of comments to all
posts since late October but now I want to talk about two things.

Here we have always talked about the way children can think and said
it can be as intelligent as an adult's, at least when they are given
the chance to learn and think. I just found this book which talks
about the phylosophical thoughts of children and the idea was great to
me since I love both phylosophy and children, and though I've never had 
the chance of a real talk to any with even a slightly phylosophical 
content, I have witnessed a few examples that they _do_
think. So this is the book which says that even them who aren't
considered rational enough, can have deep thoughts.

THE PHILOSOPHY OF CHILDHOOD
GARETH B. MATTHEWS

The Philosophy of Childhood is a searching account of
children's philosophical potential and of childhood as an area
of philosophical inquiry. Seeking a philosophy that represents
the range and depth of children's inquisitive minds, Matthews
explores both how children think and how we, as adults,
think about them. His book prompts us to reconsider the
distinctions we make about development and the
competencies of mind, and what we lose by denying
childhood its full philosophical potential.

"Matthews' guided dialogues with children show that they
consistently and happily develop philosophical trains of
thought, evaluate those of others, and try to think things
through, often reaching solutions that are essentially the ones
propounded by the big people who are lucky enough to be
paid for doing it...With careful listening and without distorting
preconceptions about what children might or might not be
capable of doing, Mr. Matthews has unearthed a seam of
would-be wisdom. His open-minded attention to the way
children's minds work has also yielded a new concept of
childhood intelligence that may bear on the question of
children's rights, children's art and the status of literature for
children. He argues that the philosophy of childhood should
be a respectable branch of philosophy, like the philosophy of
science or the philosophy of law. This strikes me as too
modest a goal. Mr. Matthews' incisive investigations into the
relations between the world of children and the world of
adults are too thought-provoking to be confined to one
branch of one academic subject...He subjects Jean Piaget's
theory of cognitive development and Lawrence Kohlberg's
theory of moral development to simple and searching
criticisms that make his book essential reading for anybody
interested in early childhood education." 
--Anthony Gottlieb, New York Times Book Review

"Eloquent and thoughtful essays...Matthews' view is that
children's philosophical interests are not only valuable and
profound but also sadly perishable." --David Mehegan, 
Boston Sunday Globe

"A stimulating work...Elegantly written." 
--Nicholas Tucker, Times Educational Supplement

"The Philosophy of Childhood is an attractive and
thought-provoking work which also opens up territory which
has seldom, if ever, been explored, for example, on
childhood amnesia and childhood and death...[T]he work
merits the serious study of both philosophers and students in
such more practical professional fields as education and child
psychology." --David Carr, Philosophical Quarterly

"[Matthews] illustrates his thesis with poignant and incisive
vignettes. His is a compelling argument for establishing the
philosophy of childhood as an academic area of inquiry in
which to explore how children think, listen, and reason. This
interesting, readable book should appeal to anyone who
works with children." --John J. DeFrancesco, Ph.D., Readings: 
A Journal of Reviews and Commentary in Mental Health

Gareth B. Matthews is Professor of Philosophy at the
University of Massachusetts, Amherst, and author of
Philosophy and the Young Child.

                       5 1/2 x 8 1/4 inches
                       144 pages
                       ISBN 0-674-66481-7
                       World price: $12.95 / 8.50 paper
                       Cloth edition: Fall 1994
                       Psychology/Philosophy 

http://www.hup.harvard.edu/F96Books/F96Long/philos.childhd.html

So this is the subject I wanted to talk about: if children can think
and do well in the most thoughtful of all disciplines (if not the most
scientific) sure they can do well in taking decisions over more
activities that concern their lives more directly (sorry for my view
but even though I love phylosophy I have to recognise that I think it
is not very important for most of daily life... ):-( I won't say more
because it'd take too long but you got the point: children think and
should have the power to decide over their bodies...

I want to finish with a better subject: this Tuesday (Dec. 8), I was
in the public transportation bus in my way to college when all of a 
sudden the prettiest girl I have ever seen in my life went aboard. She
was also the kind of girl that I could love every way - as friend,
as someone older who helps her, as admirer, as the poet inspired by
his muse -her, of course-, as lover or as anything if I was near her.
There was more traffic than usual but these buses don't crowd at that
time (mid-morning) so there were several unoccupied seats. Even since
she came aboard I noticed her, but being some metres away I didn't
realise how beautiful she was. It was when she sat two seats in front
of me that I did. I could see her pretty face as she neared then her
hair when she turned around to sit. From then and on I felt like
ufo-abducted: I didn't know what happened for the following half an
hour or so. She was nearly all the time looking through the window but
sometimes she turned her head to the inside side and I could see her
beautiful eyes. Or she passed her delicate hands by her hair. When she
sneezed and the lucky lucky guy sitting next to her said "bless you"
I heard her sweet voice saying "thanks" (I was still too shocked to
speak; a bit later that guy descended, and she was alone in the 2-seat
row). I was delighted that there was more traffic than I expected
though I probably wouldn't arrive for my exam at noon. I was shocked
to know that there was such a beautiful girl in the world and nervous
for the exam and my mind was a mess but she was there and not a
hallucination. I didn't know what to do. I sure didn't want to lose
her for a second in my lifetime but neither did I want to call the
attention of anyone else in the bus. (Well, I couldn't have done it:
the few people besides us were in front of us so they didn't see me or
her). I decided to take a crazy step and wrote in a micro piece of
paper that she was the prettiest girl I had ever seen. When, sadly, it 
was my turn to descend, I approached her, called her attention in
silence and left the paper beside her. She saw me, gave me the most
wonderful, tender smile I've ever seen but didn't take the paper
though she saw it. Then I descended and I don't know what happened
later. I did well at the exam but I have been thinking of her ever
since. Was my crazy step fine, friends, or I should have stayed away
from her even if I was to lose her without alternative if I did so?
Or was I too shy and I should have talked to her? I have to say that
she was alone in the bus. She was probably not exactly an lg in the
sense we say it here. She must have been 12-15 (I was so shocked that
I didn't think of it). 

Anyway I never had this feeling before. This feeling of "I can't lose her". 
Yes, I have had moments when I wanted to tell 9yo D. "I love you madly" 
but I knew I wouldn't and that probably when she's older I will tell her. 
And I had never felt that I had known the most beautiful girl in the 
world. Sure I have known extremely pretty girls but so lovely, so 
perfect... not before now. Now I feel that every girl I know -even my loves 
I already know- will seem too little pretty compared to her... and I'm not 
very glad with such idea. The different thing of all was that this was a
girl I found by accident. I never before had talked about any girl I
found anywhere, at least not here the only place where I talk as a gl.
It's because I know that maybe I won't see them again and because it
it is even worse than with a girl you know "in a normal way" since you
might develop something with a girl you see regularly but not with a
girl you probably see only once. But this one was so pretty that I
think she deserves me to talk about her worldwide and remember her
forever. And I will.

Still speechless in real life,

'Rational'
------------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]



Zero Knowledge press release, December 9, 1998:
-----------------------------------------------------------

   
  _Zero-Knowledge Systems: 50th Anniversary of the Declaration 
  of Human Rights a Reminder That Privacy Must be Preserved _

                  MONTREAL - On the 50th anniversary of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), as well as in
protest of the recent changes to cryptography policies
worldwide, Zero-Knowledge Systems is spearheading a
campaign to encourage governments to loosen newly imposed
cryptography restrictions. This campaign, seen on the web
site http://www.freecrypto.org, enables citizens of the
world to express their outrage and concern at the
increasing loss of their privacy. Article 12 of the UDHR
states,

 "No one shall be subjected to arbitrary interference with
 his privacy, family home, or correspondence...."

Yet, decades later, we are witnessing the unprecedented
collection of personal information and intrusions into the
lives of many. Internet users in particular, confront
multiple privacy violations while online. Over 80 percent
of Internet users polled consider privacy be their primary
concern.

The best defense for online privacy is to use strong
cryptography, which allows Internet users to preserve the
privacy of their communications and personal information.

On December 3, 1998, the Internet community experienced
one of the strongest setbacks to their privacy in recent
years. The 33 member countries of the Wassenaar Arrangement
agreed for the first time to impose export restrictions on
mass-market cryptography products.

Until December 3rd, the majority of the Wassenaar
signatories did not impose export controls over mass-market
products that protect personal security and privacy through
cryptography. The United States Department of Commerce
Under-Secretary has taken credit for convincing all other
Wassenaar countries to impose these added restrictions over
cryptography designed for average citizens.

Barry Steinhardt, President of the Electronic Frontier
Foundation believes "The US government has strong-armed the
rest of the industrialized world into adopting a policy
that will make us less secure and more vulnerable to
electronic terrorism. Our critical national and
international infrastructures need to be protected by
strong encryption. Weak encryption with back doors that
will be exploited not just by governments, but by
information pirates, will leave us at greater risk."

"It is not too late to reverse course," continues
Steinhardt. "Wassenaar allows, but does not require, the
other national governments to follow the US' foolish lead."

"Cryptography is the key to preserving privacy for
Internet users," explains Austin Hill, President of
Zero-Knowledge Systems. "By limiting the accessibility of
cryptography, you are limiting people's ability to protect
themselves. Now, more than ever, we have the ability to
influence the future of the electronic world; we must
ensure that it has the same the basic rights and
protections that the UDHR promised us fifty years ago."

Hill continues, "We hope that Internet users will be
proactive in protesting this human rights infringement to
their governments. The freecrypto.org web site provides
such a space, where users can learn about the issues and
send their government representatives a message expressing
their dissatisfaction with the tightening of cryptography
controls."

The freecrypto.org web site provides a form that citizens
can fill out and have faxed or emailed to their respective
government representatives. It also provides information
and articles on the recently imposed cryptography
restrictions.

The Electronic Frontier Foundation is one of the leading
civil liberties organizations devoted to ensuring that the
Internet remains the world's first truly global vehicle for
free speech, and that the privacy and security of all
on-line communication is preserved. Founded in 1990 as a
nonprofit, public interest organization, EFF is based in
San Francisco, California and maintains an extensive
archive of information on free speech, privacy, and
encryption policy at http://www.eff.org.

Zero-Knowledge Systems Inc., http://www.zks.net, is a
Canadian based software developer dedicated to providing
cryptographic solutions for the privacy and security of
Internet users. They will be launching their first product
called Freedom(TM) in February 1999. 

---------------------------------------------------------

   [ Don't worry too much about Wassenaar, people.  The
     Israelis (a superpower in crypto) are refusing to 
     sign, South Africa, Brazil, the Carribean, China and 
     others are not part of the agreement and anyway there's 
     still no agreement of "intangible" exports (ie:
     the net).  If I was being cynical I would say that
     the US spooks are spinning a stalemate/defeat as a 
     "win", hoping the right-wing old wrinklies in Congress 
     won't even notice. )

     

UK:
---------------------------------------------------------------

_'Children could be confiscated in return to aggressive
state nannyism'_

       LESS than perfect parents could see their children
confiscated in a science-based world which brings back the
"aggressive nannyism" of the Victorian era, Prof Catherine
Peckham predicts.

As evidence emerges of the importance to health of early
childhood development, life in the womb and pre-conception
care, there will be increasing pressure on ideas of family
privacy and calls for state intervention.

 In the chapter Fetal and Child Development, Prof Peckham,
professor of paediatric medicine at the Institute of Child
Health, London, says that families may have to fight to
bring up their children as they think fit.

 "There will be evidence that juvenile delinquency and
adult criminal behaviour can be predicted in early life and
that its 'cause' is largely poor parenting and deprived
backgrounds. Parents who opt to continue with a pregnancy
knowing that their child carries an illness may be
stigmatised by society and required to meet the costs of
care and treatment," she says. Looking ahead 50 years she
predicts an "increasingly punitive attitude towards those
who do not provide an exemplary environment for their
children.

 "In an era when adoptable children will become
increasingly scarce, child confiscation might become the
preferred means of enhancing the living conditions for
working-class children, rather than attempts at 
across-the-board social improvement," she writes.

 This will be fuelled by increasing sophistication of
ante-natal testing to detect existing or future abnormality
and accumulating evidence showing that interventions are
successful and cost effective.

 She says, however, passive entertainment is likely to
increase illness. "TV viewing and computer games, physical
inactivity and meals as isolated rather than social events,
will enhance the risk factors for disease in adult life and
result in younger age of onset for conditions such as
osteoporosis and cardiovascular disease."

   [ Interestingly, there was a recent BBC Radio 4 programme
     which disputed most of the medical orthodoxy on the
     causes of heart disease. ]

 New 'societal diseases' such as obesity, anorexia,
hyperactivity, and attention deficit disorders, addiction
to tobacco, alcohol and other drugs, will be medicalised.
The trend to give drugs rather than encourage healthier
lifestyles will accelerate.
 
--------------------------------------------------------------



          
UK _Child sex clinic death threats to Boots workers_
--------------------------------------------------------------

  SHOP workers at a branch of Boots in Glasgow which opened
a family planning clinic for under-16s yesterday have
received death threats. 

The threats follow a campaign by Life, an anti-abortion
group, for a national boycott of Boots stores in protest at
the clinic, in the St Enoch's Centre, which it claims will
promote promiscuity among the young. 

Management at the city centre store, in Glasgow's busiest
shopping centre, were so concerned at the public response
that they considered cancelling the clinic yesterday. 
Customers who inquired about the service were told by
staff: "The clinic is likely to be cancelled. There have
been a number of threats by telephone against our staff.
For their safety, we feel we might not be able to go ahead
with the clinic, but we are monitoring the situation on an
hour-to-hour basis."

However, Boots and Greater Glasgow Mental Health and
Community NHS Trust, which has responsibility for
contraceptive services in the area, decided that they would
not give in to the threats and the clinic opened without
incident.

One shop assistant, who asked not to be named, said: "There
have been threats, some death threats, and the managers
called us to a meeting this morning and said they were
probably going to cancel the whole thing.

The drop-in clinic is the idea of Greater Glasgow Mental
Health and Community NHS Trust in an attempt to reach young
people who it believes are particularly vulnerable to
pregnancy and sexually transmitted diseases.

------------------------------------------------------------


USA:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Calculated abuses_
 
 _With their backs against the wall, prosecutors bring out
 their dirtiest tricks_
 
December 7, 1998

 
 Federal prosecutors frequently rely on promises of leniency
when they use criminals to snare other criminals, but the
government's word isn't necessarily its bond.
 
In 1990, Mary Ann Rounsavall pleaded guilty to helping her
brother deal drugs and was sentenced to five years in
prison. Then in 1994, as she awaited her release from
prison, prosecutors brought new charges against her in
connection with the same drug ring that the government said
her brother James was still operating.
 
She and her brother were charged with bringing millions of
dollars worth of drugs from Southern California to Nebraska
and laundering the proceeds of the drug sales. She was even
accused of selling drugs over the telephone while she was
locked up.
 
But the government's case was thin.
 
A judge declared two mistrials based on prejudicial
testimony by government witnesses. So prosecutors pressed
Mary Ann Rounsavall to snitch on her brother in exchange
for a lenient sentence for herself.
 
She refused.
 
Prosecutors told her they might go after other members of
her family unless she testified.
 
She still refused.
 
Then they arranged for her to see her brother, who had been
taken from the prison where they both were being held and
placed in a hospital intensive care unit, suffering from
viral pneumonia and a recurrence of his rheumatoid
arthritis. They told her he did not have long to live, and
his grave condition at the hospital gave credence to their
claims.
 
Mary Ann Rounsavall talked to her mother, Gladys
Rounsavall. She told Mary Ann it would be best to testify
against James. If he was dying, then Gladys would at least
know her daughter wouldn't risk a long prison term.
 
So Mary Ann Rounsavall testified. Her statements sent James
Rounsavall to prison for life. In return, Mary Ann
Rounsavall had been promised about eight years.
 
But the prosecutors in her case reneged on their pledge.
They made no request that her sentence be reduced based on
her cooperation, and the judge had no choice under federal
mandatory sentencing guidelines but to give her a 20-year
sentence based on her own confession.
 
U.S. District Judge Richard Kopf, a hard-liner in drug
cases, denounced the prosecutor for failing to live up to
his promise. He called the action "horribly wrong."
 
Mary Ann Rounsavall also learned that her brother was
healthy - he isn't dying at all. She was tricked. 

_Disregarding ethics_
 
The Post-Gazette's two-year investigation found hundreds 
of cases in which federal agents and prosecutors violated 
rules and laws to make cases.
 
Some incidents went beyond treading across the line of
ethical or legal guidelines. These cases involved actions
where the abuse of power was cynically calculated to
inflict harm well beyond the limits of the law.
 
Marvin Miller, ethics committee chairman for the National
Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers, admits he is a
harsh critic of federal prosecutors and their actions.He
said there is no question prosecutors over the past decade
have increasingly subscribed to an anything-goes mentality,
often pushing the limits of the law to the point that their
conduct becomes unethical.
 
"These guys are unconcerned about misconduct," he said.
 
Thomas Dillard, a former U.S. Attorney for the Northern
District of Florida and currently a criminal defense lawyer
in Knoxville, Tenn., said prosecutors have free rein in
such matters because the power judges once wielded to
mitigate their conduct has been taken away.
 
"They don't have any authority in the charging, they have
no authority in the sentencing," Dillard said. They have
really no way of checks and balances like there used to be.
 
"We've slowly conceded any oversight of federal
prosecutions. There is nobody who is in charge that has any
oversight. It's been slow in coming and gradual in its
appearance, but by golly, it's here now."
 
Arnold I. Burns, deputy attorney general under President
Reagan, said the problem is not with the majority of
federal prosecutors, but with an overzealous fringe element.
 
"Every so often, you wind up with [a federal prosecutor]
who is some sort of a crazy zealot, no background, no
experience, no frame of reference, uncontrolled,
unfettered, very dangerous, particularly with the
sentencing guidelines," he said. "With them, the prosecutor
has more and more power. In fact, he has all the power."

--

Sidebar:

_Prosecutors take aim at defense attorneys_
 
When Congress enacted a series of get-tough-on-crime laws
in the 1980s, no one realized defense attorneys would
become such easy targets.
 
The same laws that have made it easier for prosecutors to
prove money laundering and racketeering and other
conspiracy charges made it especially easy to argue that
defense attorneys had illegally conspired with their
clients.
 
"When defense lawyers are aggressive, or innovative in
terms of the kinds of issues that are raised, prosecutors
have this tendency to assume the criminal defense lawyer is
a member of a conspiracy," said William Aronwald, a former
federal and New York state prosecutor who once supervised
the Federal Organized Crime Strike Force in the Southern
District of New York.
 
Aronwald is now a criminal defense lawyer in White Plains,
N.Y. 

"One of the problems is that prosecutors have this notion
that it is impossible for criminal defense lawyers to
successfully represent defendants in sophisticated
cases without getting into bed with their clients," he said.

Such attacks were an unexpected and unwelcome outcome of
get-tough-on-crime legislation, he said, including
mandatory sentencing guidelines approved in 1987.
 
These guidelines require tough sentences for federal crimes
and give judges little leeway in reducing them. So one of
the few ways a defendant can win a reduced sentence is to
snitch on someone else in exchange for a recommendation
from prosecutors for a reduced sentence. And what easier
target for a desperate informant than his lawyer?
 
The Justice Department's Thornburgh Rule, which allows
federal prosecutors to ignore ethics guidelines in the
states in which they operate, can exacerbate the problem,
Aronwald said.

A measure approved by Congress this year would require the
Justice Department to end its use of the Thornburgh Rule
next year, but the Justice Department is already asking
Congress to repeal the new law. 

"Thornburgh took a position which frankly shocks the
conscience of most judges and lawyers," Aronwald said. The
guideline means if you were a federal prosecutor, "you
could ignore whatever ethical prohibitions there are."
 
John Wesley Hall Jr., a criminal defense lawyer who lives
in Little Rock, Ark., and wrote a law book on legal ethics,
said that too many prosecutors see defense attorneys as
easy targets. If charges are brought against a defense
attorney, there should be more than just an informant's
allegations, he said.
 
"Any prosecutor who indicts without more information than
his informant should be disbarred anyway," Hall said, "but
they do it all the time.
 
"I'm scared. Every time I talk to a guy I'm worried that he
is wired."
 
That's not to say some defense attorneys don't cross the
line and deserve to be targeted. But the Post-Gazette found
instances where tactics used against defense attorneys
seemed to have less to do with their crimes and more to do
with their success in court.
 
Aronwald said Justice Department officials aren't following
their own rules regarding investigations into defense
lawyers - rules written to ensure that lawyers receive the
same due process safeguards as any American. 

"You can't leave these types of decisions to some line
prosecutor, or an ambitious U.S. Attorney," he said. "But
it happens all the time. It has caused me to have this
sense that while we have to continue doing the work we do,
we have to make sure to insulate ourselves as much as
possible so that we don't fall victim to false
accusations," he said.
 
"That a lawyer zealously represents [a client] doesn't mean
the lawyer's a co-conspirator."

------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Once again, I wonder if these are tactics which are
     also being used in 'abuse ring' cases ? ]
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'oskar' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

(i'm sorry, i clipped this before remembering to check who wrote it)

>SHEILA METZNER grew up in poverty.  So she probably wants to 
>gramorize her own daughters so that they could enjoy what she missed 
>during her own childhood.

a quick note i thought of just now. not really a comment on what is 
written.

shelia metzner recently came and talked at the institution i attend. 
and to my surprise, while she was showing slides of her work, (most 
of the models are either family or friends) she came to a photo of two 
of her daughters, and she was talking about them, and said "actually 
they're sitting out there somewhere, and I looked and they were 
unmistakably sitting two rows in front of me! they're twenty or so now, 
but i couldn't get my eyes off them the entire time. I almost died 
when at one point, one of them turned to me while I was staring and 
smiled!

it was also great to see many more photos of her children that isn't in 
her book. she's coming out with a new book, but unfortunately she said 
it was only landscapes of hers.

one more quick thing. i just thought of along the lines of photo. we 
were critiquing work in class, and talking about a syudent's picture
of a girl standing on the end of a sand dune. one person asked if we 
knew the work of jock sturges because it reminded her of it. and 
another girl in the class said yeah, or sally mann. my teacher has 
brought this up a couple times afterwards too.

i hope that everyone has a nice day! filled with many little girls!

'oskar'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Giggle Maker' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

(In response to Christin's long defense of David Hamilton: ) 

Hey, Christin, if you are indeed Mr. Hamilton, you just blew 
your cover. :)

--

'Freddy' wrote:
>I was interested in, I think it was Desire's,
>account of his landladies reaction to his play with her 
>granddaughter. I suspect that very old women, ie over 60! 
>(That's very old!) are not as suspicious as the current 
>generation.

I don't think elderly women are less suspicious or more naive.  They
grew up in an era when attitudes toward sexuality were very
different.  These days women and children are victims and men are
perpetrators.  In the old days, women were responsible for their own
sexuality.  If a man and woman had an illicit affair, the woman
could be regarded as equally, or even more responsible than the man.
And people simply didn't have the hysterical, frantic attitude about
children's sexuality that they have today.  The simply didn't have
the odd notion that a single sexual incident in childhood can ruin a
person's life and cause insanity.

A few years ago, I had an affair with a woman who, though legally
adult (barely), was decades younger than me.  All her relatives
decided I was 'scum', except her grandmother.  Grandma said to her
"Well, did he rape you?  No?  Then it was your decision wasn't it?"
My own elderly grandmother commented "She always seemed so happy
when she came over to see you!"  I think people of that era had a
much more relaxed acceptance of human sexuality than we do today.
Or perhaps they develop that relaxed attitude as they grow older.

'Giggle Maker'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Sunstorm' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'L' wrote:

> I despised myself for many years, thinking that I was a horrible pervert.
> I begged and pleaded with God to take it away

After my first love experience with an lg, I too spent months trying to
convince myself that my attraction to that girl was purely platonic.  I
literally argued with myself , debated, until I actually did come to
believe that there had been no real physical attraction, but rather only a
spiritual one. This need to argue was based also in religion. I could not
be both godly and an lg lover at the same time.  After a few more months or
a year, I don't recall, I finally gave up the fight. It's not a conflict
anymore.  What a waste of energy that was.

> But one problem that I've always had is feeling rejected and
>hated by society every time I hear of a ridiculous law being passed or....
> I have tried to convince myself that I don't care what people would
>think about me (if they knew what I was), but I just can't seem to
>convince >myself and I feel the  pain  of rejection as if they DID know
>and had rejected >me already.

I couldn't care less what they think.  They are deaf and blind to the
beauty of little girls, and they are to be pitied, not sought after as
peers.  To be rejected by them is to set yourself apart from herd mentality
and to enter the special priesthood dedicated to the most beautiful
people on earth. It isn't necessary to be loved by the masses. It is
only necessary to be loved by one special little girl, and the rest of the
world falls away meaninglessly.

--

'Freddy' wrote:
>It used to confuse me a bit, this panty smelling thing.
> But I just happened to come across a pair of this little girls panties
>in the wash basket. Hmmm! Now I understood the attraction!

Yeah, after many years of thinking about this, a former girl friend sent me
a pair of her lg's panties. They were wonderful, and opened up a whole new
experience.  I started thinking how I could get a pair from my current lg.
So there was this paper bag sitting in an obvious place last summer. I
rummaged through furtively, checking sizes to make sure I wasn't getting
someone else's.  It is sooo nice to smell her, to feel like I'm so close to
her.  Thing is, the potency wears out after awhile. Another bag search is
imminent. Any lg's panties would be nice, but it is especially nice to
smell the  secret place of the one you love.

BTW, thanks for the URL, Andre.

'Sunstorm'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Metropolis'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello. I've been lurking in ASGL-L for almost a year. It's become
a great help to me in learning to deal with myself.

I didn't realize I'm a pedo until I was about 20 (I'm 25 now), but
I thought I was either evil or immature (or both) for being
attracted to LGs. I've frequently been told to "grow up" when I
play with kids and when I was a teenager, my parents would tell me
to sit and talk with the adults instead of playing with the kids 
when we visited relatives. I've always thought the kids were more
fun to be around (and still do).

As I think back, my pedosexuality first emerged when I was with my
cousin, whom I will call Jayme. I was about nine and she was five.
One day, when she and her family came to visit my parents, I dared
her to pull down her pants. I just did it as a joke and didn't 
think she would do it, but she did. Not only did she pull down her 
pants, she took her panties with her. That was the first time I 
consciously noticed the difference between boys and girls, and it 
was probably the first time I put a value on it. For the next year 
or two, we would "play doctor" whenever we visited each other (only
a few times a year). I don't know how she felt then, but I know I 
was very sexually attracted to her. I guess this is another piece 
of evidence that pre-pubescent children are sexually aware.

Unfortunately, feelings of deep guilt came over me. I felt we were
doing something very wrong and became angry at her for not being
as discreet about it as I felt we should be. None of the adults 
(either her parents or mine) ever said anything to me about it, but
I thought it was just a matter of time before they would find out
and be very angry. Already I had the feelings that nine year olds
are too old to play with five year olds. Especially naked.

As a result of this guilt, I "broke off" from her and refused to 
play with her. This was to the point that when I wanted to go
to the bathroom one day, she wanted to watch. I refused to let
her and she ended up breaking the lock on the bathroom door of 
my parents' place trying to get in. The extreme desire she had
to watch me leads me to believe that she may have had sexual
feelings for me too. But since I never have asked her, I don't
know for sure.

Ever since then, I have desired for young girls as young as five
or six and up to about 15 or 16.

Luckily, with thanks from ASGL for helping me get the guts to
do this, I now tutor elementary children (ages 8-12). Though 
they have tons of energy --more than I have-- I wouldn't want 
to spend time without them.

I've thought maybe of going into teaching to be closer to kids, 
but my non-conformist ideology about education would make it 
difficult to hold a teaching job in this country. Maybe a private
or charter school would work, but only if they are not required
to follow the state-mandated curriculum...

'Metropolis'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Rasputin's Dog'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello Everyone,

 If you would entertain me for a bit, I would like to share with you
my story of the first time I realized that I was in love with
"Cassandra". It is a small exert from a novel I'm working on, based
very loosely on my relationship with Cassandra. Rather I will ever
finish the novel or get it published is another discussion entirely,
if it will be under a psuedonym, but here it is:

--

 When I heard Cassandra was sick, I was naturally concerned. When I
heard she was hospitalized and the doctors couldn't diagnose her
illness, my concern evolved into fear and paranoia. With the recent
death of my grandfather my mind wandered towards the worst case
scenarios. I didn't need another death to add to my already confused
life.

 I went to the hospital to see her. My father and I bought her a card
and a barbie doll. We met her mother at the door and my father tried
to give the gifts to her to pass along. She told us that Cassandra
would enjoy it more if we personally delivered them to her and gave us
the room number.

 The room was dimly lit with a warm light from the window and a table
lamp. It gave the room a cozy and homely atmosphere. As I walked into
the room, I'm not for sure what I expected to see; maybe a sick child,
pale and distant. I expected to feel sorrowful or something like that.
I didn't anticipate the realization that hit me shortly after entering
the room. As my gaze, taking in the environment, settled on Cassandra,
I was amazed to see, not a sick child, but a fairy of love. My heart
was awe struck by her beauty as she lay there in the hospital bed in a
night shirt with her golden hair delicately draped over the pillow her
angelic face rested upon. I should have felt sympathy or sorrow, this
was a sick nine year old girl. Instead, my heart glowed warmly with
love and passion. I had told myself before that my feelings for
Cassandra were that of brotherly or fatherly love. I now realized,
despite my efforts to convince myself otherwise, that I was in love
with Cassandra. I was in love with a child. In the heat of the moment,
I didn't bother to think of the significance of my feelings. I just
allowed myself to feel the joy of my realization; it gave me comfort.

Thanks for your patience. I welcome any comments or criticisms.

'Rasputin's Dog'
------------------------------------------------------------





'Cipolin' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

'Christin' wrote in response to my comments on David Hamilton. 
Included below are a few quotes and replies.

>>For years Hamilton...was one of the few "art" photographers (and I use the
>>term "art" advisedly) who could make a very comfortable living from his
>>work.  This was because he had achieved a fame and popularity which
>>other photographers of girls could only dream about...
>
>Let me get this straight: you consider yourself competent to imply that
>Hamilton's work might not be art? And you feel it necessary to resort
>to sarcasm to make that point? How do you reconcile that opinion with
>the fame and popularity you acknowledge? Sorry, you reveal the weakness
>of this argument by contradicting yourself.
>
>Are you aware that Hamilton's work hangs in leading art galleries
>around the world? Are you aware that he is one of the most popular art
>photographers of all time? Are you aware that he is also one of the
>world's best-selling photo-book authors?

First point - since this is an anonymous forum I can't say why but yes, I
am competent to be making the judgements I've made.

Second point - I don't "resort" to sarcasm - I use it liberally and often
and I love it.  

Third point - yes I acknowledge that Hamilton is popular but since when did
popularity have anything to do with art?  One of the major points of my
post on Hamilton - which you clearly missed so let me repeat - is that for
Hamilton to be whining about his treatment on the internet sits very
uncomfortably with the popularity he has attained, the money is has made,
and the lifestyle he enjoys.

It's debatable that Hamilton's work "hangs in leading art galleries."
Interesting to note, though, that this is not necessarily a defence that
your work is "art"  (Take a look at what happened to Mapplethorpe's work in
Cincinatti - one of the more famous examples).  But that's a whole other
issue.

>>...it introduced a little competition.
>
>Huh? How can a picture posted on the net be competition for the same
>picture in a book? Competition implies a different picture, a different
>author...

Ah - yes, that's exactly what I was talking about.  Competition - in the
form of *other* photographers who, with the internet, people are aware of.
(My post made this abundantly clear - I suppose you're a little too hot
under the collar to actually read what I wrote).

>If piracy is just another word for competition, let's all get
>rich by pressing illegal copies of ... etc.

Piracy shmiracy.  You realise you're defending a millionaire over a guy in
his bedroom having a fiddle with his scanner?  My first post indicated
already piracy is wrong but put the whole thing in perspective, for
goodness sake.

>We are not talking about the pictures of "many others", we are talking
>about the same person's pictures. The only choice here is to buy
>something in a book or get the same thing for free on the net.

Well, speak for yourself.  I don't know who's post you read but actually I
*was* talking about "many others".  Ie: the countless photographers whose
work is copied in digital form on the net.

>>Hamilton shoots in a style which went out of favour about a hundred years
>>ago - maybe he should try something new.
>
>More sarcasm. It's a style that he invented and it served him well...

Geez, well, I wish I was being sarcastic (But I am not, in case you don't
get it).  And indeed - his style has served him well.  But if he "invented"
it then I'll eat my hat.  I suppose Steiglitz (not to mention Julia
Margaret Cameron) were just early aberrations?  My God, what a stupid
statement - it's laughable.

>self-appointed art critic who doesn't even understand the meaning of
>the word "fetish". Cropping can hardly be accused of being a fetishism

Yes, I'm self appointed - what's a newsgroup for if not for expressing your
own opinions for everyone else to hear?  (You're doing exactly the same!)

Countless years of Cultural Studies says I do know what a fetish is!
Re-read my first post - I even included the established Freudian 
definition in parentheses, in case you've forgotten.

In Hamilton's case, he uses cropping as a fetish device.  Of this there is
absolutely no doubt.

>>Hamilton should hop off his high falutin' high horse and release another
>>book.
>
>Oh, have you written to him offering to publish one? If not, why not?
>Come on, tell us.

I'm not a publisher.  Duh.  Your "come on, tell us" sounds like that Knight
who had his limbs removed in Monty Python's Holy Grail.  Why are you taking
it so personally?  If you don't like it, attack the argument - not me.

>>He should deal with the sorry news that he'll only be making a million
>>instead of a squillion
>
>Perhaps you are an accountant in the industry? Such intimate knowledge
>of the revenues of book authors is rare indeed. Unfortunately quite
>wrong.

In this particular case I was employing hyperbole.  I am acutely aware that
photo book authors don't make any money, which is why I've already pointed
out that Hamilton is one of the few who enjoys the luxury of being able to
survive on his photography.  Since Hamilton is an exception to the norm
your comments are redundant.

>More ill-informed sarcastic bullshit. When, to your knowledge, did Mr
>Hamilton last visit an isle? Come on now, give us the benefit of your
>intimate knowledge of his personal life.

Take a look at the place names and accompanying dates in each of his books.
Again, hyperbole.  Get off your high horse and stop being so churlish.

>If you create something, you must be able to sell it or you don't make
>any living from it. If people can steal it for free they will not buy
>it. That is plain common sense. I think you have not thought this
>important issue through. You should be supporting artists, not pirates.
>But I think you must have a personal axe to grind because all I can
>hear from you is jealousy and bad logic.

Listen - we're not in total disagreement here.  I believe artists should
have protection of wanton copying of their work.  In addition, it would be
fantastic if all artists could make a living from their work.  I *do*
support artists and I am *not* in favour of piracy.  All I'm saying is put
everything into perspective, and search for other reasons why Hamilton
might be selling fewer books this year. (Including Ianthe's additional
comments, which I agree with).

I don't have any personal axe to grind - I am merely expressing an opinion
about a photographer who I would have thought is of consequence to many
people in ASGL-L.  I bear no ill feeling towards anyone in particular (not
even you, Christin - you've got an opinion just like me).  Yes, I suppose I
am a little jealous of someone who spends their life photographing and
spending time with naked youngsters - who the hell (on this list) wouldn't
be?  But I've already said that in my first post.  "Good luck to him", I
think were my precise words.

So let me be blunt.  I have bought lots of photography books - many of them
have been prompted by my finding examples of the particular photographer's
work on the net, amongst other places.  I have bought several D Hamilton
books too, as it happens, and I like his work.  It annoys me sometimes (the
cropping), it frustrates me (the style) and I sometimes find it downright
silly (most of the quotes).  Yes, I suppose it is art, if you like.  I
won't start quibbling over definitions of art now.  But I can assure you
that if it weren't for the girls there is no way I would even consider
buying Hamilton.  As it is for most of the other purchasers of his books, I
would assume.  (To prove this you would simply compare the sales figures
for his flower books, and those of the girls - I have no doubt which books
are bigger sellers).  I buy his books because his nude subjects often turn
me on, and, as a girl lover, I like looking at nude young girls. (Duh,
again! - in the words of the Ophelia Editions catalogue, they're yummy!).
I think you'd find that a majority of the purchasers of Hamilton's books
are not interested in his "art" but in the girls, and if Hamilton shot
snapshots, they probably wouldn't affect his sales figures.  A crude
judgement perhaps, but I think a fair one.

But remember 'Christin' it's only an opinion - most of us here are "self
appointed critics".  I don't go around saying everything's lovely and lets
not argue and isn't life just grand because life would be painfully boring
in that case.  So, take it with a grain of salt, eh?

--

'MD' wrote:
>i love little girls it is a 
>good thing better than women who have opinions about everything 
>in the world. these little girls are innocent and shouldn't be 
>taught the wrongs of society.

Welcome to the group MD but I have to disagree with you on this one.  I
love women with opinions just as much as I love little girls to tell me
what they're thinking.  I think a psychologist would leap on this comment
of yours and say, Ah ha! So he's a paedophile because he's afraid of women!
 And you'd probably disagree, right?  So don't give them ammunition!  Just
for the record, I'm engaged to a particularly strong and forthright woman
in a powerful job. And my young female friend (9yo) is so intelligent
sometimes it makes me cry with delight.  Don't be afraid of intelligence,
or strong women, or very clever little girls.  There should be more of them.

Regards,

'Cipolin'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Xalex' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

'Spelvin' wrote:
> I can't figure out why IRENE IONESCO

This is from an interview with Irene Ionsco printed in the 'Black+White' 
Australian photography magazine. I hope it solves the riddle:-

Irena Ionesco is (in)famous for her photographs of women. Young women, 
among them her own preadolescent daughter Eva, who inhabit an isolated 
closed space, shut off from the external (masculine) world. An 
unidentified but symbolically loaded place that is once harem, convent,
brothel and coven. Or, better still, the semi-sacred space of the 
bourgeois lady's boudoir, where no sign of time or context is permitted 
to infringe. In this way, each of Ionesco's women becomes an eternally
languid Alice, skipping seductively around the razor-sharp looking 
glass' edge.

Fond of quoting Baudelaire, Romanian-born Ionesco started out as a 
snake-charming contortionist, intoning her mantra that "in art, only 
the bizarre is beautiful", and setting about proving her point. She 
soon moved to the theatre, and from the theatre to painting until 
one day in 1968, her then boyfriend gave her a camera. "It was there," 
shrugs an ingenious Ionesco, "so I began to use it." But if her craft 
became photography, her influences remained theatrical and, at base,
literary. Baudelaire's ethereal 'Fleurs du Mal' find temporary 
transgressive flesh in Ionesco's girls.

The aphorism of Georges Bataille, to whom she constructed various homages, that
"Eroticism is the approbation of life right up until the point of death", finds 
no better affirmation than in the work of Ionesco. But perhaps Marguerite 
Duras best articulates Ionesco's demarche. Like Duras, Ionesco delights in 
the deferral of narrative, of the smothering of evidence in a blanket of 
ambivalent signs: for Duras all cities are the same, all seas the one sea that 
surrounds them; time does not exist. All that remains for both women is the 
theatre. Theatre, in the precise sense of a closed operating 'theatre' - and 
it's Ionesco adroit manipulation of the artificial theatrics of the mise en 
scene that has informed her work from the start.

Q: What is photography to you?

A: Photography, for me, is an essentially poetic element by making very stylised
images because I was used to the theatre: to the stage, the lighting, the
mystery -
all those elements that can be created with only a thread of light. These early
images were created in one single blow, they were already prepared, if you like.

Q: What's striking is the closeness of the space, the blackness of the interiors
which are not illuminating - or illuminated by - the women.

A: I have always worked in fairly closed spaces, mostly personal spaces, for
both
economic and aesthetic reasons. Either way, I didn't want to work in immense
studios. By working in a personal space, I take a place that is part of my life
and
in it I create another life.

Q: The objects that you use to create this 'other life' are usually your own.
Does
this amount to a kind of fetishism?

A: Most of the things in the photographs are personal objects, but it's not
really
a question of fetishism. For me, it's more like acting out in front of the
mirror.
A search. Almost something of an analysis. As for the objects, they could almost
be
sacred. They are like totems, or antique statuaries. The mise en scene of women
who
are half-animal is a kind of period pornography. One can discern all kinds of
objects which are felt to be effectively symbolic, magic, for protection or
reflection. I use such objects in order to enter into the spirit.

Q: This idea of mirror is interesting...

A: I have always been attracted by the idea of crossing through the mirror, by
reaching the other side of reason. Madness is something that interests me very
much
- les extravagances - and the more extravagant madnesses have been highlighted
by
the psychoanalysts.

Q: Your 'Baby Jane' project was, fundamentally, about the woman in the little
girl
and vice versa. Tell me about Eva.

A: Eva is now 29 years old (in 1995). I photographed her up until the time she
was
13, after that it was finished. She posed for me like that from time to time,
but
it was more for her than for me.

Q: Yet people still question the use of your own daughter?

A: Yes. I used her because I loved her, I found her beautiful (don't we all :-)
),
like a doll, so I did it for that reason. But I have never asked myself why I
did
it. Obviously, people have asked many questions, but me? Never.

Q: Were people disturbed by the eroticism of  a young girl?

A: Yes, but that is just like in the theatre. It's of a theatrical dimension.
You
know, my childhood was very emancipated, and so was my daughter's. My mother was
a
trapezist who led an artistic life, surrounded by people who talked about all
sorts
of things - nothing villainous - such as literature and films. One can't deny
the
past; it's that which influences the person, and makes us evolve, no? I haven't
committed a moral sin by putting my daughter in front of a lens in stockings and
suspenders! It's true that these images were fairly widely protested against and
sometimes caused a lot of drama, but then all creation is open to this kind of
attack. But strangely e don't make the same moral demands of painting - Balthus
used his little niece in erotic poses and nobody asked him to account for it
because it was a painting. But photography is widely seen as someone's reality.

Q: Why do you focus so much on women in your work?

A: I have photographed men from time to time, but it's true that for the most
part
my photographs involve women. I've never asked myself why. It may be, simply,
that
what I have to say is more prettily said on women than it is on men. I don't
think
you can put a men in those kinds of contexts. If you are carrying out such a
search, it's something that a woman lives. It's a mystery, but it's also the
reality of women: her jewellery, her stockings, her feathers - her
ornamentation,
and by extension, herself.

Q: Are they 'erotic' photographs?

A: I don't know. Why not? Everything is erotic, no? This chair is erotic, if you
like. Eroticism is life. It 's one feeling of human existence. A desire. My
photographs are a part of the human world, so doubtless they are erotic.

Q: Why is Bataille important to you?

A: I like him first and foremost because he so vigorously contested religion
even
though he was once religious himself, and, secondly, because of the liberty of
his
language. His words were obscene, yet they weren't obscene because they were so
desperate. Bataille was a genius. He said things that nobody had said during an
epoch when it was very difficult to hear such things. Nowdays, he isn't demode,
but
perhaps we have gone even further and he begins to be forgotten. But he
continues
to exists.

--

yours,

'Xalex'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'?' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

I suppose the first time I exhibited the signs of pedophilia was
when I was 15 or 16.

There was this girl, about 11, named Jennifer P.  She had a bottom
that curved up just so and legs that were so skinny that one would
fear that they could break at the slightest touch.

Her creamy-white skin and long blond hair was soon too much for me
to bear that I swore I would have her as my girlfriend.  However,
she refused my adolescent advances.  I was unable to figure out
what I should do to win her heart.

Only now do I realise that my methods were too "shocking".

Direct and lewd advances were all I really knew of at the time
and it's clear that these efforts were merely turning her off.

Oh, if I could return to those days, I would attempt a more mature
and more readily attractive method of being honest and sincere.

"I have fallen for you and it maddens me each time I see your
lovely figure.  I won't lie to you, I'm not perfect.  Yet there
is very little I wouldn't do to ensure your happiness...including
letting you go."

About seven years ago, she was killed in an accident.

I heard about this by chance, and realised that any hope that I
could still find happiness with her died with her.

She was almost 18.

I will always remember you, my darling, with fond memories and
a deep regret.

Take this as a lesson.  If you find someone that makes your heart
flutter, say so.  Use what opportunity there is and take that chance.
If she says 'no', at least you've tried.

Conquer your fear.  Live free.

*

On a lighter note, are there any GL's who enjoy Japanese anime?

'?'
------------------------------------------------------------------




'Annabel Lee' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Oops, forgot to sign my last post so it came up as being from 'L'.  I know this
post is
very long and I apologize but there's a lot I need to get off my chest and I've
got a
little time to kill right now.

> But I still think we have a responsability that goes beyond the 
> consentement of the girl when dealing with sexual relationship, because 
> many children who had sexual relationship with adult afterwards feel bad  
> about what happened, even if they were perfectly willing to have these 
> relations.
  
Absolutely.  This is where society is quite right in their idea that children
cannot
"consent" to sex.  What they really mean is that children cannot knowingly
consent to sex
and what that means is that even though they may love it now, things will
probably change
in the future when they internalize society's feelings about the situation.
Unfortunately, this has turned into a mythology that says that all adult-child
sexual
contact is the equivalent of rape because children NEVER want sex with anybody,
much less
with an adult.  Personally, although I am extremely disheartened and angered by
our
society's attitude toward childhood sexuality, I believe it would be detrimental
to our
children's welfare to legalize adult-child sexual contact (though the age of
consent could
certainly be lowered!) but to treat a simple, consensual touch as rape is
outrageous!  I
also believe that this is even more harmful to the child than the sexual act
itself and
more harmful to society since it blurs the line between consensual sex and
actual sexual
assault/rape (not to mention the harm to the pedophile!).  I believe this is one
of the
reasons why we hear these horror stories about a child who was repeatedly raped
over many
years and the perpetrator ends up getting a few years probation.  And on the
other side 
of the coin, somebody who simply touches a child, probably consensually, and 
spends 20 years in prison!

> It surely needs a great deal of mutual 
> confidence and understanding, an enormous deal of love, to be assured 
> nothing bad will come out of it.

To be honest, I personally don't think it is ever justified in our society. 
It's 
just too dangerous.  On the other hand, if it happens, I don't think it's the 
end of the world either and I would certainly understand.

On the debate over David Hamilton, I have to say that the Internet has
definitely caused
me to not buy his books.  At one time, I had considered it but would not do so
now.
Before the Internet, I didn't really know there was anything else available so I
thought
about it just because I wanted something, even though it wasn't close to what I
really
wanted.  Sort of like how I watch movies with little girls instead of having a
relationship with a real one. I take what I can get.  But now that I've seen all
of the
other stuff that is much more interesting to me, I am no longer interested in
David
Hamilton.  I don't even bother with his pictures on the Internet any more.

So it's not like I got his pictures from the Internet and had my David Hamilton
craving
satisfied by doing so, it's more like I lost interest in David Hamilton
completely because
I became aware that there is other stuff that interests me more.  Like I said, I
don't
even download David Hamilton images from the Internet any more.  They bore me.
As for some
of those other photographers, I will definitely buy some of their books
eventually (when I
have an anonymous address that can't be traced back to me!) because the quality
of
Internet images doesn't begin to compare with a book.  One photographer who has
somewhat
similar images but who I like a lot more is Christian Judea.  In other words, it
was
competition (by seeing what's available from other photographers) that caused me
to not
buy David Hamilton's books. 

> If people can steal it for free they will not buy it. That is plain common
sense.

The point is that downloading images from the Internet is NOT stealing "it" for
free. It's
seeing a pale imitation of the original.  It's completely different from music
piracy
where you're getting a bit-for-bit exact copy of the original and it's
completely
different from piracy where a printed copy of the book itself is sold (or even
given
away).  At this point, nobody knows if downloading scanned images of photographs
decreases
or if it actually increases an artists sales.  My suspicion is that it would
vary from
artist to artist.  Any claim to KNOW the answer is complete bull-snot.  It's
pure
speculation.  All I know is that it has increased potential sales to me by
artists other
than David Hamilton and decreased potential sales from Hamilton.  The total
number of
sales to me has increased because of increased knowledge of what's available. 
Perhaps
more people are interested in David Hamilton and it actually increases his
sales.  My
suspicion is that it tends to level the playing field by increasing the sales of
the
lesser known artists and decreasing the sales by better known artists such as
Hamilton
but, again, that's pure speculation.  I agree that David Hamilton has a
legitimate self-
interest in putting a stop to this activity and I sympathize with his
misfortunes, but I
don't think it's in the best interests of society as a whole.  Consequently, I
think it
behooves us to resist the efforts of those who try to stamp out the
proliferation of
imperfect electronic images of art and photography.  If a scientific study
someday shows
that it actually decreases over-all sales across all artists, then I'll change
my mind.
Until then, all I have to go on is my opinion and the fact that the courts have,
so far,
been reluctant to convict people for Internet "piracy" of photographs and law
enforcement
has been reluctant to prosecute them.

--

'Freddy' wrote:
> I think the whole pantie thing is insane. I've
> seen little girls naked, but still get turned on by seeing 
> their panties. Can anyone explain this?

I don't understand it either. Little girls in panties turn me on less than girls
in
bathing suits.  Although topless little girls (or boys) turn me on somewhat.  In
fact,
little girl's panties tend to bring out more of the parental instinct in me and
turn off
the sexual instinct.

To Spelvin: Interesting speculations on the psychology of various photographers.  
How about Ron Oliver?

--

'Surgeboy' wrote: 
>"It may indeed be illegal for an adult to have sex with a minor,
>but it doesn't seem at all illegal for the minor to have sex
>with an adult."

I believe that, technically, this is true (depending on the sexual act) with the
wording
of certain 'sexual assault on a child' laws that talk only about how the adult
touches the
adult and not how the child touches the adult, but I believe there are other
laws that
cover this.  I seem to recall a case where somebody tried to argue exactly that
and failed
but it's only a dim memory.

--

'Sihme' wrote:
>So, especially for those of you who have no interest in men sexually, 
>would you do it?  To me it seems a really small price to pay, and at 
>times I have even optimistically thought 'this is a good opportunity 
>to explore that area of my sexuality' !

I did once.  Not to get access to a child though since the guy was single.  I
was just
curious. I found it rather disgusting and decided never to repeat the
experience.

--

'Rational' writes:
>the range and depth of children's inquisitive minds, Matthews
>explores both how children think and how we, as adults,
>think about them. His book prompts us to reconsider the
>distinctions we make about development and the
>competencies of mind, and what we lose by denying
>childhood its full philosophical potential.

I wish somebody had figured this out sooner.  I once knew a 13-year-old girl who
had a
baby and I thought she was one of the best parents I've ever known.  She grew up
in the
Philippines where she helped care for numerous younger brothers and sisters from
a very
young age.  She didn't view her position in the world as being one of
irresponsibility,
"fun" and parties.  She viewed it as being a care giver.  I also have a nephew
who, at the
age of 16, had already figured out a philosophy of life very similar to what it
took me 41
years to figure out!  And I'm no moron!  It all depends on your starting point. 
If a
person is taught "correctly" <g> at a young age, they can know much more
"correct"
information at the age of 10 than somebody who is 50 years old.  Our society
really treats
children with contempt by their view of childhood being a time of
irresponsibility and
fun.  Sure, kids shouldn't need to have to support the family lest they starve,
but our
society has gone too far in the opposite direction and made kids feel useless
and
therefore unimportant and unappreciated.  In fact, sometimes sex with an adult
can be a
way of regaining a sense of importance.  If they can do something for an adult
that the
adult truly values and appreciates, then it gives them a sense of self worth.

--

Concerning the girl on the bus: I don't know what to say.  I fell in love 
with a girl once.  She was twelve, I was 31.  I took some chances with her, 
nearly got in very deep trouble, and nothing romantic or sexual ever came 
of it but she is still my best friend today, 10 years later.  I remember 
the moment I fell in love.  It was Saturday, June, 198?.  She had run away 
from home three days earlier and was staying with me.  We were in the 
mountains, sitting by a creek and she was talking about some martial arts 
classes she was taking.  All of a sudden, my vision became tunnel vision.  
I literally, physically, couldn't see anything except her face.  My peripheral 
vision was completely blind.  In that moment, she became my entire world.  
When I went to work Monday morning, I felt as if a part of me was missing 
because she wasn't there by my side.  Even today, I still think about 
possibly marrying her some day.

--

On a completely different note:  Is anybody here interested in religion?  I used
to be a
born-again Christian and grew up as a catholic but now consider myself a hopeful
agnostic.
I will tell my story later if anybody is interested.  My gut feeling is that, if
there is
a deity, SHE is more female than male.  I pray to and meditate on a female deity
and seem
to feel the presence of something or someone that feels female to me.  When I
first
started praying to this "force" about 3 years ago, "she" gave me the impression
that she
wanted me to set up an altar to her.  When I asked her what it should look like,
the
feeling I got was that it was unimportant except that it should be centered
around a
single white rose.  Just recently, I found out that the white rose has been
associated
with the Virgin Mary and that there is an organization called the White Rose
that helped
fight against jewish oppression during the second world war and now works
towards the
advancement of religious freedom.  Since I have a deep afinity for the fight
against
oppression of all kinds and have always felt a hole in my life since I left the
Catholic
Church, I found this to be an interesting "coincidence".

'Annabel Lee'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Max' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi, 

I was wondering if you might want to post this on the newsletter. 
But anyways, I saw a great French film the other day.  It's called 
Beau Pere, mabey you all have seen it, but its basically about a 
relationship between a fourteen yr. old girl and an older man.  
It has some really good nude scenes, and it's definitly worth 
checking out! See ya,

'Max'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'?'
------------------------------------------------------------------

There is a programme on television here called "Worst Witch." It is based  
on the 1986 film "The Worst Witch" starring Fairuza Balk as Mildred Hubble  
(which I haven't seen), but I think most of the actresses in the TV series  
are different from the ones in the film. It is a joint UK/Canadian  
production. Does anyone know when this series was made? The girls are all  
about 13 or 14 years old.

For those of you who are not familiar with this, it takes place in a Girls'  
Academy in England. Specifically, it is an academy to train young witches  
in the art of witchcraft! It is a cute series. Here are the names of some of  
the characters and the actresses who play them. (There are others, but they  
don't have very interesting characters in my opinion):

- Mildred Hubble (played by Georgina Sherrington). Mildred is the "Worst  
Witch." She is a likeable girl but she can never seem to do anything right.  
She is always getting into trouble, but it is never her fault. She takes her  
situation stoically and never complains. She has red hair and freckles.

- Enid Nightshade (played by Jessica Fox): Enid is a friend of Mildred, but  
she is naughty and always making selfish pranks to avoid work. This usually  
ends up getting Mildred in trouble! A bit strange looking girl with dark  
hair, but very cute in my opinion.

- Ethel Hallow (played by Felicity Jones): She is a stuck-up rich child who  
is used to always getting things her own way. A teachers' pet, she is  
really nasty towards Mildred and her friends. She is incredibly cute with  
dark hair and luscious red lips! I have a crush on this girl, she is my  
favourite by far!!!

- Drucilla Paddock (played by Holly Rivers): A friend of Ethel's. They  
collaborate to ruin things for Mildred and her friends. This girl has dark  
blonde shoulder-length hair and freckles. She is also extremely cute!

Does anyone know if Felicity Jones has been in any other programmes in  
Britain? She would be a teenager now probably.

'?'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Sihme' wrote:
>So, especially for those of you who have no interest in men sexually, 
>would you do it?  To me it seems a really small price to pay, and at 
>times I have even optimistically thought 'this is a good opportunity 
>to explore that area of my sexuality' !

I would have to advise against it. I was friends with this guy for
10 years and later found out that he was a homosexual. We were
very close and I had also told him about my desire for his young
daughter. He seemed to support me and the father and I did have
one session together. I was giving to him because I loved him and
he was expressing his passion.

Even after all of that, it all fell apart when I started acting
friendly towards girls in public. I was always the gentleman
but he always seemed to imagine the worst. He even came
to me once and told me to give up J... for the good of everyone.

In retrospect, I am sorry that I told him anything about me. It has
resulted in the loss of friendship and employment from which I am
still recovering. Perhaps it will go better for you.

'Sanctuary'
--------------------------------------------------------------
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============================================
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'Freddy'
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi there,

'Giggle Maker'  - Hmm, I just think that many old
ladies seem more able to accept adult/child 
interactions as normal. Possibly that's because 
in their day it was regarded as normal. Which 
brings up another point. I guess there has 
always been some level of disapproval of deep 
adult/child relationships especially sexual ones, 
but can anyone tell me exactly when the current 
trend of total paranoia arose and why? It seems 
to me it wasn't always this way.

  [ Read the long historical paper on the Fresh Petals 
    spring issue - it's at the foot of the news page.

    Also, see the new book: Philip Jenkins. _Moral Panic: 
    Changing Concepts of the Child Molester in Modern
    America._   Hardcover, 320 pp.  Yale University Press, 
    1998. ISBN: 0300073879  ]

On a general note, I think many of us have gone
through stages where we despised ourselves for our 
feelings, and possibly still do, but I think we 
need to accept for ourselves that what we feel 
and do isn't wrong. This is hard when all around 
us we are bombarded with scare messages and sometimes 
I still wonder, can I be right when so many say 
I'm wrong? Of course I can. And am!

I can't remember who it was, and I've deleted that
posting, but to the person who gave the girl a 
note on the bus, I think what you did was very 
nice. You probably made that girl very happy, 
so don't feel in any guilty. However, I imagine 
there are others who would disagree. I say go 
with your instincts.

That's all for now, 

'Freddy'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Surgeboy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

My "first time" was with two foster sisters who I believe
were 11 and 12 years old.  At the time, I was eight.

We didn't have "all out" sex at the time but we did do a bit
of breast kissing.  It was an exciting (and new) experience for 
me and I do wonder how far we would have gone if we had a few
more months together.  Sadly, I was moved to another institution
at the end of the school season.

So, yes, it is easily possible to enjoy sex at an early age.

I wonder if I will ever hear of a first person account of someone
who succeeded at doing what most of us only wish we could do.

I wonder if that person might ever be me?

Ciao!

--

One thought about "teddy bear" is that it is a very effective way
for a woman to de-emasculate a male friend in front of her female
friends without being too obvious (to the man).

By calling him a "real teddy bear" she sends an unspoken signal
that he is really a wimp.  Not capable of standing up for himself
or others.  Thus she either ensures that her stud-muffin remains
out of the clutches of the competition or, she may give her 
friends the indication that she feels that he is 'lame' and not
very useful to her.

I got this reference in a magazine some time ago, and I am not
sure what the full topic was at the time.

I did, however, come up with GELF (Girl Lover First).

What do YOU think?

--

Okay, I admit it. I'm mad.

Last night, I was watching a program I think was called
"Fox Files".  In it, they showed how they 'stung' pedo's on the
internet.  Using terms like predator, and monster, they explained
how they used a rather young-looking 20-year-old posing as a
minor to trap people.  However, the only thing they managed to 
do was arrest them for distribution of [police sent] child-porn 
over the internet.

It is surprising that none of these people actually did anything
other than show up at the meeting site to pick the girl up.

Amazingly, a lot of the people they 'caught' were apparently those 
in highly respected positions. Lawyers, doctors, law enforcement 
agents, etc,. I wondered who was really getting the wool pulled 
over their eyes, the suspects or the viewers?

Maybe they got one guy in this sting.  I wonder how genuine those
doctors and lawyers were, or if they were just mentioned to prey 
on the viewers' worst fears?  

How can you be sure if your neighbor of ten years hasn't got his 
eye on your child? Surprise!  You can't, says Fox Files, but we 
can.  'Lock your doors and keep your eyes glued to the tube.  Live 
in fear and trust only us.  After all, we might come after you!'

Oh, Big Brother!

It would serve Fox right if some miscreant were to hack into their 
network, find a bunch of personal files, and fill them with cleverly 
hidden child-porn.  One quick call to the FBI to take care of them!

'Surgeboy'
---------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ 'Allegedly'... ;) But it seems that the UK government are 
     set to declare hackers as terrorist "enemies of the state",
     subject to the same draconian measures as Irish republicans - 
     internment without trial, conviction on the mere fact that
     a police officer claims you're "believed to be a member of 
     a banned group", etc - maybe in the future we can expect 
     to see members of 'The Cult of the Dead Cow' arrested as they 
     walk off a plane in Gatwick... :(  So if you start getting 
     e-mail from plod@ncis.hmg.gb asking you if the paedo guerilla
     net-war really is due to start new Friday, you know you're 
     on their list, SurgeBoy, ok ?  ;^) <irony, Mr Plod, _irony_> ]



'Spelvin' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

In a classroom where I substitute-taught recently, there was a 
Spanish-American girl who consistently misbehaved.  Every time I 
rewarded those students who behaved, I had to pass her up.  
Every time, I got the response "You don't like me!"

After several rounds of this pattern, I took her out to the hallway for 
a one-on-one talk.  After reprimanding her for her disorderly conduct, I 
told her that she was a cute kid and had beautiful eyes.  (Have you ever 
seen a Spanish-American child who DIDN'T have beautiful eyes?)  She 
said, "No I'm not, I'm ugly."

Later in the day, she came to realize that I had some competency in 
Spanish.  Speaking in her own language so that no one else could 
understand, she told me that her parents lived in Mexico, but they sent 
her to the United States because they didn't want her.

And here I thought that the enemies of children were the people like you 
and me, who are attracted to children!

--

Thank you, Xalex.  That was exactly what I wanted to know about Irene 
Ionesco.

--

Sorry, Annabel Lee, but I don't know very much about Ron Oliver.
But I'd be interested in figuring out what his artistic motivations 
are.

Here's why I would like to be a gymno-pedo-photographer: I had prudish 
parents.  I wanted a photographer, sculptor, or painter to portray me in 
nature's garb.

As a consequence, I sometimes wish I could go back to childhood and get 
more chances to look and show.  Since that is impossible, I wish I could 
take photographs of nude children and display those photographs to a 
wide audience.  That would help those children receive the corporeal 
admiration which I wish I had when I was a child.  

However, I wish that gymno-pedo-photographers would show more 
consideration for viewers like me, who are curious to know more about 
the child.  So whenever I publish, I would include information about the 
child's likes and dislikes, the child's feelings about the opposite sex, 
and the child's reaction to being photographed nude.  I would reproduce 
some of the child's art work and written work.

If I ever fulfill that dream, it will have to be somewhere besides here 
in the United States.

--

Another message for Annabel Lee: I used to worship children.  I felt 
deeply depressed whenever I masturbated over a gymno-pedo-photograph, 
because I longed to escape to that paradise which I imagined to be the 
abode of the child in the photograph.  I had faint hopes of pleasing 
God, so that I could be rewarded by spending the rest of my life in the 
company of blissful, bare-bottomed little angels.

But then I started thinking in evolutionary terms.  I decided that 
children were not immaculate messengers from God after all, but born 
with those genes which have been gauged by centuries of natural 
selection.

I still have unhappy and unhealthy feelings about children, but at least 
those feelings are no longer aggravated by my own mythology.

I'm not saying that there isn't a God, but I am suggesting that if there 
IS a God, He wants us to concentrate on this world which we can see and 
hear and feel, and forget about speculating over the invisible worlds of 
Heaven and Hell.

--

Still another message for Annabel Lee: I was interested in your 
dichotomy between the parental instinct and the sexual instinct.  How do 
you compare the two?

For myself, I find that focusing on the child's eyes brings out the 
parental instinct.  I recently printed a binary file of a nude child 
with big brown eyes gazing into the camera.  When I try to masturbate 
over that photograph, I find it impossible, because I get so engrossed 
in gazing back into those big brown eyes.

I would like to invite Annabel Lee, or any other self-analytical 
child-lover in ASGL-L, to join my mailing list.  

   [ Could you send the FAQ for the new list, please? ]

'Spelvin'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Ian' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'MAX' wrote: about [the French mainstream movie] 'Beau Pere':

>she is older

Guess what? There are other young girl - man movies out there including 
foreign ones. I just saw Beau Pere; its French with subtitles in English 
(at least mine) and means Step Father. Boy, isn't that a continuing 
theme!!! ;)  Anyway she is an OLDER (not really 14!) but young looking 
actress playing a young girl but its still a nice movie, is titillating, 
she's cute, and there's a nude love scene!! At one point the stepdad says 
"I'm not quite old enough to go for little girls" He is 29.5 yrs and 
she 14yrs. Another point she says to him when trying to seduce him "I am 
a woman fully functional; all systems go!"

Gotta go see ya, 

'Ian'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ It sounds like the subtitles translator was a little distracted 
     during that scene :) ]



'Aladdin Truelove' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Annabel Lee' writes:
>Little girls in panties turn me on less than girls in bathing suits.
>Although topless little girls (or boys) turn me on somewhat.  In fact,
>little girl's panties tend to bring out more of the parental instinct
>in me and turn off the sexual instinct.

Just guessing here, but... Maybe that is influenced by your being a  
parent(?). Or by your being female.

Personally, I find little girls in panties *very* erotic! The reason is not  
just because they are partly exposed. I also love to see girls in pyjamas.  
These are much more erotic to me than girls in swimsuits, and (depending on  
the situation) sometimes even more than if they were nude.

Girls in panties and pyjamas are cuddly. They look like they are ready to  
climb into bed and snuggle. And there is nothing in this world I would like  
more than to snuggle up to a warm little girl. Who needs sex?

In other news: I sat on the subway today next to a sweet (~)7-year-old. Her  
name was also "Annabel" or "Annabelle." When I got off, she gave me the  
sweetest smile, which melted my heart. If her father hadn't been there, I  
would surely have asked her for her phone number :-(

'Aladdin Truelove'
----------------------------------------------------------------------


'Steve' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Can somebody please tell me what does the 'age of consent' mean.  And 
where can I see a list of the ages in all the States.  I remember 
seeing one...and it had some pretty young ages...12-14....but I can't 
believe that as a 3? year old person...I can have sex with someone 
that young...if so...Damn!!!!

'Steve'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Annabel Lee' - your comments re David Hamilton and the 
internet in ASGL 17/12/98 were spot on.  Hamilton has gone
out of favour because of the myriad alternatives now 
available to everyone.  

Can you tell me who Christian Judea is? I don't think I've 
ever heard this name.  Has he produced any books?

Regards,

'Cipolin'
-----------------------------------------------------------

   [ 'Christian Judea' ?! - were the parents watching Monty
      Python's "The Life of Brian" when they chose the name,
      by any chance ? ]




'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>'Freddy' wrote:
>>I was interested in, I think it was Desire's,
>>account of his landladies reaction to his play with her 
>>granddaughter. I suspect that very old women, ie over 60! 
>>(That's very old!) are not as suspicious as the current 
>>generation.
>
>I don't think elderly women are less suspicious or more naive.  They
>grew up in an era when attitudes toward sexuality were very
>different.  These days women and children are victims and men are
>perpetrators.  In the old days, women were responsible for their own
>sexuality.

I beg to differ on this point.  In truth, sexual attitudes have
changed little in "Western" culture since the reign of Queen
Victoria.  The elderly people you refer to, who were children
in the 1930's-40's, were (at least in the US) raised less with
a sense of responsibility for their sexualith than with a
trained-in fear of speaking about it.  Sex in any context, let
alone in the "abuse" context, was simply not discussed by
"civilized" people.  Men were considered above reproach, and
it was quite simply unfathomable that a grown man could be
sexually attracted to an underage girl, simply because the
underage girl has no sexuality, and can therefore not be
sexually attractive.  (Sound familiar?)

What has changed is not society's level of repressiveness 
toward sexuality, nor it's attitudes toward the woman's
responsibility for her sexuality.  What has changed is
the attitiude toward men.  We no longer see fathers as
providers and protectors, but as potential abusers.  Chalk
that one up to the militant feminist agenda of portraying
all men as nothing more than savage beasts whose only
interest is sex.

>                If a man and woman had an illicit affair, the woman
>could be regarded as equally, or even more responsible than the man.

On the contrary.  The man was not held responsible at all,
but rather the woman was labelled a "whore" or a "slut", and
became ostracized.  This is exactly the kind attitude that
launched the feminism movement in the first place.  The only
problem is that the militant feminists have now succeeded in
*totally* reversing the attitude, making the men solely 
responsible, and the women 'mere helpless victims'.

>And people simply didn't have the hysterical, frantic attitude about
>children's sexuality that they have today.  The simply didn't have
>the odd notion that a single sexual incident in childhood can ruin a
>person's life and cause insanity.

No, they didn't have the hysterical, frantic attitude about
children's sexuality that is evident today... they simply
ignored the possibility altogether, 

   [ What about the child masturbation panics ? ]

and the claim that one had had sex before marriage could be 
used as an insanity claim to get sentenced to a mental 
institution rather than to death row for murder.

   [ A tactic often used by scheming relatives to 'grab'
     control of a rich man's funds - I can think of several
     contemporary USA cases where there seem to have been
     similar motives for accusations against rich people. ]

--

'Sunstorm' wrote:
>I couldn't care less what they think.  They are deaf and blind to the
>beauty of little girls, and they are to be pitied, not sought after as
>peers.  To be rejected by them is to set yourself apart from herd mentality
>and to enter the special priesthood dedicated to the most beautiful
>people on earth. 

I agree.  Far too many people allow their lives to be controlled,
their thoughts and attitudes dictated by what they are told by
others, rather than thinking for themselves.

>                   It isn't necessary to be loved by the masses. It is
>only necessary to be loved by one special little girl, and the rest of the
>world falls away meaninglessly.

It may seem meaningless to us, and in an ideal world, we could
even treat it as meaningless, but unfortunately we live in *their*
world, we have to survive in *their* world, and that is a place
witch is unplacably hostile to us.  It is "the masses" that believe
that we are the horrible monsters that the media and law portray
us as, and it is "the masses" that can and do use that image
of us as an excuse to hunt us down, persecute us, get us fired
from our jobs, get us thrown in jail, and even get us killed
in mob violence.

Unfortunately, we cannot just ignore the world around us.  Oh, how
I wish we could, how I wish that we could have our relationships
without the stigma, without the fear of being found out, without
externally imposed guilt and condemnation of those who allow
themselves to be blindly lead to believe whatever the government
or their preachers tell them.

I don't care whether or not "the masses" love me, or even know
that I am, but I do care whether they know about my paedophilia,
because their knowing is a threat to my existence, and I value
my existence.  Their knowing is also, and even more importantly,
a threat to my little Rachel's happiness, and I value that even
above my own life, and I will do whatever I must to protect it.

Therefore I *must* care what other people think, not to let it
control my own thoughts, but to be aware of it, and it's possible
effect on those around me.  I must be aware of the attitudes of
those around me, so that I can defend myself against them by
whatever means necessary, which in our society most often means
stealth in regards to our sexual attitudes and orientation.

--

'Annabel Lee' writes:
>On a completely different note:  Is anybody here interested in 
>religion?

Interested?  Definitely.  Dependent on?  Definitely *not*.

I've researched the beliefs and attended services of many 
different religions, including Catholic, Lutheran, Episcopalian, 
Methodist, "Born Again", and various other flavors of Christianity, 
Hindu, Islam, Buddhist, Native American, African tribal traditions,
and others, and have found them all fascinating.

Then again, I have joined none of them.  I believe that my faith,
my "religion" if you will, my relationship with "diety", is a
personal thing, it must come from within, from what I feel in my
heart is right and true.

In my experience, organized religions and churches are nothing more
than a tool used by the few to control the thoughts and actions of
the many.

--

That's all for now,

be well all!

'Tr'Pakh'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Olivier' writes :
--------------------------------------------------------------------

To everybody, and especially 'L',

I really am sorry if I hurt you, or anybody else. My comments were not 
meant to do so. They were both ignorant and arrogant, but I did not 
notice it before I read some replies. I apologize for what I wrote.

Sincerely,

'Olivier'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sihme' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Sanctuary' wrote :
>...In retrospect, I am sorry that I told him anything about me. It has
>resulted in the loss of friendship and employment from which I am
>still recovering. Perhaps it will go better for you.

Admittedly, I can how problems might arise.  They're not specific to 
this situation, but things can get difficult in relationships as complex
as this.  However I'm not one to turn my back on such a marvellous 
and interesting opportunity.  As they say, it's better to regret 
something you did do, than something you didn't.  There are built-in 
limitations to how deep the relationship between him and myself can 
get too, in that he is happily married and that I have no desire for the 
relationship to become overly physical, and neither does he, I'm 
fairly sure.  I have bought his daughter a Christmas present, a move
which to me feels bold, and I worry as to whether my giving gifts
will be viewed as appropriate.  We'll see when the time comes for
me to actually give it (for interest's sake the gift is a large 
[scientific instrument], the best one I could find).

Thanks for your thoughts, Sanctuary, they are appreciated.  Yours 
too Annabel Lee, although I don't have any comment there.

And I hope the Christmas season brings all of you into contact
with many wonderful little girls... my allies the Sun and the Beach
have been working well for me lately.

Best wishes,

'Sihme'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Last week 50 years 'Universal Declaration of Human Rights'. And yet,
even after 50 years, nobody cares that children are still excluded
from those 'universal' rights.

--

'Freddy' wrote:
> I was interested in, I think it was Desire's,
> account of his landladies reaction to his play with her 
> granddaughter. I suspect that very old women, ie over 60! 
> (That's very old!) are not as suspicious as the current 
> generation.  The reason could be that they are sexually 
> naive, because in their day it didn't happen. Ok it must 
> have, but they always say it didn't. I wonder if this is 
> true, or if I'm just glorifying old ladies?

Well, I can find some other reasons why she would be more positive:

1. She's a grandmother, not a mother. To put it extremely, grandparents
   are closer to pedophiles, wanting the child to have fun, while
   parents are closer to anti-peds, wanting to protect the child
   from harm.

2. Her past: As I understand, she used to work in an orphanage or
   such. As such, I guess she'll understand better that it's fun to
   play with a child - even if it's not your own.

3. I've been living in her house for over two years now. I'm not some
   hardly-known man who comes to play with the children. The better
   people know you, the less likely they are to react pedophobic
   towards you.

4. She was with us most of the time. She could see nothing impertinent
   was happening.

5. And finally - what would there be to be suspicious about?

--

I wrote in a former issue:
> Although pedophiles are liked nowhere, people here in the Netherlands, 
> Germany or Denmark are less extreme about it. If it were possible, 
> I'd certainly *love* to meet some of you in real life. But I think 
> that Ianthe's safety policies are such that arrangements couldn't 
> be made.

I would like to make it clear that this text was NOT connected to the
AOC-discussion that came before it. It was connected to some other
piece of text that Ianthe removed for security reasons. Although I
personally didn't see the danger of the piece, I leave that kind of 
judgements to Ianthe, but this time the place where the cut was made 
was very unfortunate.

--

I wrote:
> A child can be looking for a friend, a big brother, a mentor or
> teacher, a person to trust, attention and respect, or just for a bit 
> of harmless fun. And then I'm only giving those things that I can 
> readily think of that we can actually provide. No doubt there are
> many more things one can think of that a child could look for in an
> adult friend.

'The Pretender' reacted:
> I agree, but look at your statement, all of the things you mention are
> things that a FATHER WILL PROVIDE (in normal situations). True?  

True. But it's also what a big brother or sister, a mother, a
grandparent or a teacher will provide. 

> That's what I'm talking about, the LACK of a male role model in a
> girl's life.

I see nothing in my list that makes maleness of any importance for
someone to fulfill it. And I don't see what's so specific 'father-
like' about it. Or are you saying that a child is also looking for a
father figure if she hangs out with her older brother, loves to go
to grandma or is fond of her teacher?

--

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
> I think you've hit on something important there.  There is no word
> for a girl who is attracted to adult men.

There will probably be girls who are attracted to older men, but I
think that the majority of children who have relationships with
pedophiles have no special attraction to men. Some will have an
attraction to this specific man, others will simply be wanting love
and/or sex without a specific preference to have it with this person
(except for him being more experienced, attentive, loving etcetera).

Even when a child is having a sexual relationship, she remains a
child. And it's my feeling that sexually a child is still developing a
preference, and mostly doing so by restriction. She isn't focused on
one gender, age group or personality yet. That she's having a 
love/sexual relationship with an older man is not because she is 
attracted to older men, but because she is attracted to many people, 
including older men, and this person happened to be available & willing.

> I later discovered that their mother was waiting in a car, and
> watching us all the time!  If I'd known their mother was there, I'd
> have been afraid to play with them.

Hmmm... I'm the other way around - I prefer to have the parents know
it that I'm playing with their children. For one thing, I don't want
to do things that they would not like me to do. For another, doing it
in the open tells them that in my opinion what I do is not wrong. If I
only play with the children 'in secret', apparently it's something to
be ashamed about, or worse. I don't think it is.

--

'L' wrote:
> One day, Anita's mother caught her masturbating and asked her where
> she had learned that.  Before Anita had a chance to answer, her
> mother asked, "Did ... (Insert my name here) teach you that?"  Not
> wanting to get her cousin in trouble, Anita said yes.

One thing more that makes me sad about this story is that apparently
teaching a seven year old girl to enjoy her own body is something
that can get someone in trouble. And that seven year old girls
realize that.

> Unfortunately, I also am pretty comfortable with who I am <...>

Unfortunately?!? What's unfortunate about that?

--

'Freddy' wrote:
> She didn't seem to have malice toward the
> individuals, but on the other hand didn't say, yes I 
> enjoyed it! - but that's got a lot to do with the 
> fact that most people see such interactions as 
> totally wrong. 

Of course, another explanation could simply be that this is how she
felt and feels about it - unpleasant at the time, but gotten over it.
Just another of those little problems she went through as a child.

--

> This study examined the self-reported masturbatory experiences of high
> schooler and the relationships between masturbation and sexual
> intercourse and personal characteristics of these young people. A total
> of 436 suburban Australian adolescents between 15 and 18 years of age
> participated. Boys were more likely to report ever having masturbated
> (58.5%, versus 42.7%) and to have done so more frequently than girls
> (38.2% versus 8.7% reporting masturbating three or more times a week).
> While there was no significant sex difference in the age of initiation
> of masturbation there was some evidence that girls began masturbation
> earlier than boys.

Two remarks:

1. 50% has masturbated? To me that sounds ridiculously low (at least
   for boys, I don't know the situation for girls enough to make so
   strong a statement). Either the Australian youths are so prude that
   one should start worrying about it, or the researchers failed
   miserably in getting their subjects' trust.

2. This abstract has been written by someone who either doesn't
   understand statistics, or is trying to impress a public that (s)he
   thinks doesn't do so. 436 adolescents have been asked, that's about
   200 per gender. That digit on the other side of the decimal point
   isn't even close to being significant.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



   [ The Human Torch "FLAME ON!" section: :) ]


'n.s.aristoff' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------
'Cipolin' wrote:
>An observation about David Hamilton's website:
>
>>Has anyone else here seen David Hamilton's official website?  I've seen 
>>the introduction but not the inside - I'm not about to pay for it.  The
>>introduction mentions that the Internet has "ruined David's business"
>>because of unauthorised copying of his images.  To put it bluntly, this 
>>is a load of bollocks.
>
>   [ I could be wrong, but I suspect that, if anything, the 
>     small-scale piracy of a few low-grade images will have
>     introduced a whole new audience to a photographer who
>     was in danger of going out of fashion, and so the net 
>     will have stimulated demand for the prints and books and 
>     videos, which is where the serious money is to be made. ]

I think you're partly wrong, Ciipolin.  Piracy of his images (or of the 
images from my books) does not translate into an increase in sales.  It is 
not publicity at all - and may actually deter sales.  When you can get an
entire book on th net, why pay for it?  I have seen the following Hamilton
books posted on a regular basis in their entirety, in fairly good-quality
scans:
            Age of Innocence
            Twenty-Five Years of An Artist
            Le Galet Blanc (the portfolio)
            David Hamilton's Private Collection.

Another observation: since the widespread pirating of Hamilton's work,
I can tell you that there is absolutely no market anymore on-line for
Hamilton's older titles.  This doesn't hurt Hamilton of course, since he
receives no royalties from the sale of out of print books.  But it may
suggest that he loses sales of the books that are in print.

>While I've seen one or two Hamilton pictures in newsgroups a long time ago,
>I haven't seen any recently.  

Age of Innocence, and my book, Portraits of Youth, were just posted (in
the last week) in their entirety by Archangel in abpc-pt. Sorry you 
missed it.

>For years Hamilton enjoyed a near monopoly on photography of young girls,
>and was one of the few "art" photographers (and I use the term "art"
>advisedly) who could make a very comfortable living from his work.  This
>was because he had achieved a fame and popularity which other photographers
>of girls could only dream about, and was one of the few photographers that
>people with desires for girls actually knew about.

So?  You act as if Hamilton was keeping girls from you, or something.
And actually, Hamilton's financial condition today is rather modest.  He's
lucky his wife works, actually.

>The advent of newsgroups and the Internet didn't suddenly make Hamilton's
>pictures available for free and therefore stop people buying his books.  It
>introduced a little competition.

It is "competition" only insofar as theft is "competition."  Yes, bank 
robbers who steal from banks are only competing with the banks for who 
gets to keep the money. Why should banks grouse?

>infringement at Hamilton's site is rather a euphemistic whinge about
>competition.  Suddenly people can choose between Hamilton's images or one
>of many others - and in lots of cases I know who I wouldn't choose.

You seem to have a chip on your shoulder about Hamilton's work. I suspect
this is really the motivation for your post.  Photographers and publishers 
deserve to be paid for their efforts.

>Hamilton has had an enviable life (he says so himself in 25 years of an
>artist) and good luck to him.  To spend all day wallowing around with naked
>youngsters on tropical isles is - no doubt - not a bad way to pass the
>time.  Which is why I find his sour grapes at this point a little difficult
>to stomach.  Hamilton has crashed back to earth where all the other girl
>photographers have existed all along - and he doesn't like it.

I know you don't know David and I know you don't know what his life 
situation is.  But just the same, you come across as jealous - who's
crying sour grapes??

>A few reasons why Hamilton might not sell so many books with the
>introduction of some competition:

What competition?  If you're talking about Sturges, the sale of Sturges
books only strengthen sales of Hamilton's books.

In the sale of books of young girls, there IS no competition because 
there are so few titles available.  I and 10 other publishers could each 
pubish 10 books over the next 2 years and none of us would feel any 
"competition" at  all.  In order to have competition, the market has to 
attain a certain level of saturation where people will choose one over 
another publication.At the moment, the market is only starved.

What the Internet does is not introduce competition, but a way to
steal the images without paying for them.

>Hamilton shoots in a style which went out of favour about a hundred years
>ago - maybe he should try something new.

Why don't you?  Why should he try something new? Just because you
don't like his style?

>Hamilton eroticises his subjects (commendable) but doesn't allow them much
>individuality (very different to, say, Jock Sturges).

In your opinion.  I snipped the rest of  the nonsense you wrote.  You sound 
like a fu*king social worker.

>So, my attitude is, Hamilton should hop off his high falutin' high horse
>and release another book.  

The market has seriously declined for his books.  The legal situation
in many countries makes publishers and book stores shy away.  He
needs all the small sales he can get, from small corners of the market.
He will probably have to publish his next book himself, if he wants one.

>He should deal with the sorry news that he'll
>only be making a million instead of a squillion, and perhaps should
>consider going to one less isle next year to compensate.  Ie. Start living
>like the rest of us and stop whinging.

Hey, Cipolin, David actually makes a modest income. Why don't you
get your facts straight instead of flying off the handle?  He never made
"millions" from his books because they were always priced to be the
lowest in the marketplace because he believed that the common person
should be able to buy his books. He didn't want to make books just for
the "art" market.  The last two books are now priced in the "art" market
and with the legal situation and the piracy problem this has put a dent in 
sales.

--

'The Pretender' wrote:
>In other news...
>
>There was a TV magazine show doing a special report on this "nurture
>assumption" by Harris.  It seems that aside from the one professional
>who urged Harris to write the book, every other professional
>completely disagreed with Harris' "assumption" and went as far as the
>head of psychology at Harvard calling her, and I quote, "an
>embarrassment to the profession" end quote.  (the show aired this past
>week.)

'Pretender' - I'm on a mailing list called Sexnet, which is a private
e-mail list run for sexologists - the best and the brightest post
there.  They love Harris. 

Last year Harris was awarded the George A. Miller Award by the
American Psychological Association for her groundbreaking 
work.  Miller was at the time the Acting Chairman of the Dept. 
of Psychology at Harvard.  He didn't call her an embarrassment
at all.  He presented her with an award named after him.

Now let's see what others say about her.

Steven Pinker, Prof. of Psychology at MIT and author of The Language
Instinct and How the Mind Works:

"The Nurture Assumption is truly rare.  Though its thesis is at first
counter-intuitive, one gets a sense of real children and parents 
walking through these pages....  Being among the first to read this
electrifying book has been one of the high points of my career as 
as pschologist.  One seldom sees a work that is at once scholarly,
revolutionary, insightful, and wonderfully clear and witty.... I predict
it will come to be seen as a turning point in the history of psychology."

Pinker doesn't need publicity.  Several months before he wrote this, 
Norton gave him a $1.5 million advance for his next book.

here's David T. Lykken, Prof. of Psychology at Univ. of Minnesota,
who worked on the ground-breaking twin studies:

"I cannot remember another book that has forced me to (almost)
completely change my mind about an important psychological
issue - and certainly none that I have so much enjoyed reading.
Judith Harris's The Nurture Assumption is a paradigm shifter,
which shoulds like heavy work and yet she somehow makes it
fun.

Here's Here's Robert M. Sapolsky, Prof. of Neuroscience and 
Biology, Stanford University.  (He wrote The Trouble with 
Testosterone and Why Zebras Don't Get Ulcers):

"It is vital that this book be read by every parent.  It is not a guide
to parenting, however.  Instead, harris teaches how children 
become who they are - with their values, temperament, and 
language - advancing the novel view that peer socialization is
at the heart of child development.  The book is based on solid
science, analyzed with a piercing style that's not afraid to
take on the leading orthodoxy....

Here's Dean Keith Simonton, Prof. of Psychology, University
of California at Davis (Author of Scientific Genius and Greatness:
Who Makes History and Why):

"Truly revolutionary ideas turn topsy-turvy our most cherished ways
of viewing the word and ourselves.  After the Copernican revlution,
the earth was displaced as the immovable center of the universe;
after the Darwinian revolution, the once-divine human species
became just one of millions generated by impersonal evolutionary
forces.  After reading The Nurture Assumption, your parents nad
peers may just as dramatically switch places as the central agents
in the story of your making.  This is essential reading if you want to
know how you became who you are - and what your children will grow
up to be."

Pretender: I have a two comments and a question.

1.  The comment: The only places I have seen Harris criticized is
in places like the New York Review of Books where the victim
creation industry (the denizens of the social worker state) are
in control.  All the attacks on Harris have thus far been rhetorical-
a denial of her theoy not based on evidence, but based on ignoring
evidence.  If you look at Steven Pinker's "How the Mind Works"
(published a year earlier than The Nurture Assumption), he 
describes what happens when scientific theory gets reported which
is at odds with victimological and "feminist" theory.  I can tell you
that I know that it is like first-hand from my own work.

2.  Reiss' data was actually reported and discussed extensively
in The Nurture Assumption.  You should take a look at it, because
it actually supports her theory, as I said.  Full stop.

Question: What interests or prejudices are you protecting that
you would continue to ignore this important work?

--

'Oliver' wrote:
>> But thinking 
>>that pre-teen girls have sexual desires is something I cannot accept.

'Cipolin' replied:
>What is this generalised term "pre-teen girls" supposed to include Oliver?
>Does it include a five year old? - perhaps ten? - twelve?  Is there some
>magical age at which sexual desires are "turned on"?  Rather than making
>such generalised statements like the one above, maybe you should question
>why you can't accept the possibility that such desires exist.  This
>attitude is a product of ideology and culture - not nature.  Which is
>precisely why you find it so difficult to accept.

I agree with Cipolin.  I would also add that all sexologists already know
that pre-teen girls have sexual desires.  They may not be exactly what
yours are, but they have them.  There are many people who, quite 
honestly, have seen the evidence of these sexual desires with their
own senses, which leaves you in the position of having to wonder
what they are talking about, or finding out for yourself. ;-)

'n.s. aristoff'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
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UK:   December 17 1998 
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Proposals for abuse suspect register will become law_

 PROPOSALS to establish a register of suspected paedophiles 
to protect children from physical and mental abuse could 
become law by the middle of next year, but may place 
organisations at risk of legal action.

 Local authorities and other employers would have to pass 
on names of people they suspected of being unsuitable for 
work with children, even if they had no criminal convictions.
Child care organisations will have to consult the list 
before offering anyone a job, paid or otherwise, and it 
will be illegal to hire someone named on it.

The measures were announced yesterday by Debra Shipley, the
Labour MP for Stourbridge who came top of this year's
ballot of Private Members' Bills.  Her Bill is supported by
Frank Dobson, the Health Secretary, and therefore stand a
very good chance of reaching the statute book in the
current session of Parliament.

The Department of Health currently oversees an advisory
list that employers can consult if they wish.  Under the 
terms of the Bill, this would become a statutory register, 
to be kept by the Health Secretary.  Employers would be 
legally obliged to consult the register before employing 
either an paid or unpaid worker, and to place on the 
register details of all individuals who were the 
subject of suspicion. It is not clear if the new statutory
register will be retrospective.

In 1995, the most recent year for which figures are
available, there were 608,000 record checks with the 
Department of Health register.  This register notes 
convictions against those who (at the time of conviction) 
are or were in child work; it also notes the names of 
persons formerly in such work who have been dismissed 
or who have resigned in certain circumstances.  

In February 1998 three senior appeal judges ruled that 
local authorities can be sued for libel by people they 
report to the Department of Health as being a possible 
risk to children.

Those who go on the list are currently notified by 
the DEH, and can potentially sue for defamation or libel.  
This has led to some organisations being reluctant to 
provide information unless based on a disciplinary 
hearing. 

In another related announcement, Paul Boateng, Home 
Office Minister, said the Home Office is to create a 
national register of anyone believed to pose a threat to 
young people.  The register of adults who may pose a 
threat to 16-18 year olds is part of a cross-Whitehall 
intiative to ensure that all vulnerable youngsters 
are protected from potential abuse. 

Both announcements came days after the Home Office 
announced the establishment of a general Criminal 
Records Bureau.  This will enable all employers to 
check whether potential recruits have a criminal 
record, any cautions on record, or are "know to the 
police".

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK: 17th December 1998
-----------------------------------------------------------

Computer hacker groups may face bans under proposals to 
strengthen anti-terrorist laws.

The extension of powers to proscribe organisations, which
currently apply mainly to Irish terrorist groups, would 
make it an offence to raise funds for a banned organisation. 

Jack Straw, the Home Secretary, also disclosed yesterday 
that the Government is to issue a consultation paper on 
whether evidence gathered from phone-tapping should be 
admissible in cases involving serious crime.

A new definition of terrorism is to be copied from the FBI 
and would read: "The use of serious violence against persons 
or property, or the threat to use such violence, to 
intimidate or coerce a government, the public, or any section 
of the public for political, religious or ideological ends."

The "violence against property" clause could be used to
target computer hackers, animal rights groups, and anti-war
demonstrators.

The new definition would cover both domestic and international 
terrorism, including causing serious disruption resulting
from attacks on computer installations, electronic data or
the public property.
 
Mr Straw said last night. "We propose to frame the new 
definition so that it is flexible enough to cover any 
threats which might develop in future, whether due to 
new causes or ideals or to terrorist use of technology."

The paper, entitled *Legislation Against Terrorism,*
says that once an organisation was banned, it would become
an offence to raise money for it, a move which could hit
the funding of animal rights organisations, anti-roads
campaigners and peace campaigners who damage property.

But the paper makes clear that the Government has not yet
decided whether the special power to detain people for
seven days without charge should be reduced to four.
The document also proposes to give police the power 
to seize cash where there are reasonable grounds to 
believe it is being used for illicit purposes.

The paper builds on emergency anti-terrorist measures 
rushed through parliament in two days during August.  
These included creating a new offence of conspiring to 
aid or commit a serious offence abroad. At the time, 
Government spokesmen said the bill will be widely drawn 
so that it can be used against those involved in crimes 
other than terrorism, including paedophiles, "Those 
involved in international drug cartels, or in paedophile 
or pornography rings - they can all be arrested and 
imprisoned under this," said a Downing Street spokesman.

------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Pervert label puts men off teaching_
    
Fear of being seen as a child abuser or pervert may be
deterring men from applying to train as primary teachers. 

Male trainee teachers are now concerned that their actions
will be misconstrued, according to a researcher at
Hertfordshire University. Dr Mary Thornton, who studies
male teacher recruitment, says that physical contact with
young children is now a key concern for BEd students. 
In a paper to be presented to the British Educational
Research Association conference in Belfast later today Dr
Thornton says they feel they have no guidance on physical
contact. 

"Should they cuddle a distressed child, should they escort
children to the toilets, should they ever be alone with
children?" she asks. 

"Some schools have clear policies, others do not, and it is
largely up to these male students to find out for
themselves."  One first-year said he was "afraid of being 
called a dirty old man" for wanting to work with young 
children. 

In an earlier study Dr Thornton found nearly two-thirds of
male BEd students at Hertfordshire University were either
dropping out, failing the course or obtaining third-class
degrees. 

She now believes that the wastage rate can be reduced if
more young men have work experience in primary schools
before enrolling on a BEd course. "The young students who
had undertaken work experience in primary schools were,
without exception, the most committed to their chosen
career," she says.

"They knew it was hard work, they accepted that short
working days and long holidays were a myth and they really
enjoyed working with children of this age."

But as Dr Thornton acknowledges - and a new survey of 1,000
sixth-formers' career intentions confirms - most young men
are not interested in teaching.

The research, conducted at Queen's University, Belfast,
found that only 12 per cent of male students wanted to
become teachers, compared to 20 per cent of females. Twice
as many males (39 per cent) as females said they had never
considered teaching as a career option.

The findings show young men are particularly loath to teach
in primary schools. Less than a quarter of the male
students (22 per cent) interested in teaching wanted to
work in primaries.

------------------------------------------------------------



In relation to the moves to deny jury trials to paedophiles:
------------------------------------------------------------

UK: December 98 

_JPs erratic on bail decisions_

 Magistrates are frequently inconsistent when making
decisions about bail, yet are highly confident that they
have made the correct decision. 

In a study of more than 80 magistrates, only one-third were
consistent when presented with the same case twice,
according to research by Dr Mandeep Dhami, a psychologist
at City University, London. 

Dr Dhami told the British Psychological Society's
conference in London that magistrates from 44 courts were
given a set of 27 hypothetical cases and asked to make
decisions over bail for offences ranging from shoplifting,
theft and grievous bodily harm. They were also sent
duplicates of seven cases where only the name was changed. 

More than two-thirds showed inconsistency in at least one
if not more of the cases, and the extent of their
experience made no difference. 

Men tended to be treated more punitively than women, and
magistrates were more likely to be severe if told the
police viewed the suspect with hostility or the prosecution
argued for harsh treatment. 

Dr Dhami said the law needed to be made clearer. "Lay
magistrates only work 35 half- days a year. It is very
difficult for them to develop consistency," she said. "We
need reform and stricter guidelines so that they know on
what basis to make decisions." 

------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
------------------------------------------------------------

December 18th

  _VSDA Wins Major Contract Decision in the 'Tin Drum'
Ruling; First and Fourth Amendments Victory Sets Precedence
Protecting Video Retailer and Customer Rights_

                 LOS ANGELES - In a major victory for the
Video Software Dealers Association (VSDA), video retailers
and consumers, an Oklahoma judge has ruled that the
controversial 1979 Academy Award-winning film "The Tin
Drum" does not violate new child pornography laws.

 The ruling, which upholds the First Amendment rights of
both video retailers and consumers, sets an important
precedent in the video industry.

 The case, which has been in litigation since June of 1997,
was originally filed when copies of "The Tin Drum" were
seized from video retailers in Oklahoma City. Copies of the
video were seized from all Oklahoma City video stores that
stocked the film, and from customers who had rented the
film. For 18 months, the VSDA has been battling to secure a
legal ruling that protects four major issues concerning
both consumer and retailer rights.

 "We felt it was very important to aggressively pursue our
position that 'The Tin Drum' was protected by the First
Amendment," said Jeffrey P. Eves, president of the VSDA.
"The judge's decision has far-reaching implications for the
entire video industry -- well beyond just the state of
Oklahoma.

 "It has always been critically important to video
retailers and customers championed in this case, that
customer rental records be secure from government
intrusion. The principles established by Congress in
enacting the Bork Law, are reaffirmed in Judge Thompson's
decision. We applaud the judge's decision," added Eves.

 Summary of the Issues

 First, according to the federal judge's decision, "The Tin
Drum" is not child pornography and is protected by the
first amendment. The ruling finds that "The Tin Drum" does
not violate the existing Oklahoma statute, primarily
because Oklahoma law does not apply to possession and
distribution of material of bona fide artistic merit or for
nonprurient purposes.

 Secondly, the defendant violated due process rights by
removing "The Tin Drum" from circulation without first
proving that it was unprotected by the First Amendment. In
the ruling, the judge found that due process rights were
violated as a matter of law when the videocassettes were
seized from the retailer.

 In the third issue, VSDA won a ruling that the Video
Privacy Protection Act is applicable to police officers as
well as video retailers. This Act, sometimes called "the
Bork Law," prohibits the disclosure of video rental records
without a court order or the consent of the customer.

 VSDA successfully argued that police officers should not
be allowed to demand that video retailers turn over
customer records when so doing would violate this federal
statute. This ruling will be a leading precedent in
applying the prohibitions of the Video Privacy Protection
Act to law enforcement.

 On the fourth issue in this case, the judge's ruling
upholds the standing of VSDA and other trade associations
to bring such actions on behalf of their members. 

Finally, the court left open the issue of whether the
police officers' conduct in acquiring the copies of the
film and demanding disclosure of customer records made the
seizures involuntary and unlawful under the Fourth
Amendment's proscriptions of unreasonable searches and
seizures.

 Established in 1981, the VSDA is a not-for-profit
international trade association for the $16 billion home
entertainment industry. VSDA represents more than 3,500
companies throughout the United States, Canada and 22 other
countries. 

Membership comprises the full spectrum of video retailers
(both independents and large chains), as well as the home
video divisions of all major and independent motion picture
studios, video game and multimedia producers, and other
related businesses which constitute and support the home
video entertainment industry.

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK: December 98
-----------------------------------------------------------

Charity buys baron's papers on kinky sex

AN aristocrat's pioneering account of sexual obsession,
fetishes and perversion has been bought for a substantial
sum by the world's largest charity for its library in
London.

 The recently-discovered records of kinky bourgeois sex in
19th century Austria-Hungary have been acquired by the
Wellcome Institute Library, a leading resource for
historians of medicine supported by the Wellcome Trust,
which spends 250 million annually on research.

 Compiled by the father of the psychology of sex, Baron
Richard von Krafft-Ebing (1840-1902), these sometimes lurid
accounts of the full gamut of sexually "deviant" behaviour
of his well-to-do patients will "provide an invaluable
insight into the history of psychiatry" said the trust.

 Dr Richard Aspin, curator of Western manuscripts, said the
papers describe sexual practices "which would have been
deemed at the time - and for long after by the majority of
people - to be wicked in the extreme, immoral and
absolutely disgusting". He stressed that "we did not
acquire them because we wanted to pander to prurient
tastes".

 The sale of the papers to a British charity by the
Krafft-Ebing family has been controversial in Austria, with
some complaining that their export marks the loss of part
of the nation's heritage. After failing to kindle the
interest of a number of Austrian and German institutions,
the trust is believed to have snapped up the papers for
around 80,000 although the charity has been asked by the
family not to disclose the actual amount.

 Baron von Krafft-Ebing, professor of psychiatry at the
University of Graz and later Vienna, whose patients
included a member of the Hapsburg royal family, was the
first doctor to conduct a systematic study of sexual
deviance, published as Psychopathia sexualis in 1886. The
book's explicit nature on homosexuality, fetishes, sadism
and masochism - a term that the baron coined - made it
notorious and ensured that its popularity would go beyond
the realm of doctors and lawyers.

 Many editions were subsequently published. However,
Krafft-Ebing used only a fraction of the case histories he
compiled. He kept the rest in his study for the day when he
retired, planning "to exploit a little more my accumulated
treasures". Unfortunately, he died soon after retiring and
the papers lay undisturbed in the family home in Graz until
they were rediscovered by scholars in 1992. These treasures
- about 1,300 case histories - will shed new light on the
work of one of psychiatry's most renowned figures, who
undoubtedly influenced Sigmund Freud (1856-1939) and his
studies of the unconscious mind.

 Dr Aspin said the case histories describe kinky sex in a
straightforward way. He said: "It is not like reading a
pornographic magazine. Its descriptions are written from
the point of view of an objective and analytical researcher
so it reads in a rather stilted manner. A lot of the
practices, while bizarre, would seem to us fairly
innocuous." Dr Aspin said many of the fetishes were
obsessions about particular articles of clothing.

 The records are fragile, written on poor quality 19th
century paper, so they must be put on microfilm before
excited scholars can rummage through them.
 The research is "much more than explicit tales," said Dr
Aspin. "The insight it gives into late 19th century
bourgeois society, the milieu of Krafft-Ebing's patients,
opens a window on to a vanished world."

-----------------------------------------------------------



Relevance to girls and hyperactivity (see the Ritalin 
cuttings in previous press-cuttings round-ups):
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Food allergy testing 'a waste of money'_

FOOD allergy testing services are a waste of money and, in
some cases, can even be dangerous, according to Health
Which? [the major independent UK consumer watchdog] magazine.

 An estimated one and a half per cent of the population has
a classic food allergy, with milk, eggs, wheat, soya,
peanuts, fish and shellfish the prime suspects in 90 per
cent of cases. However, research into allergy testing
services found that at best they were a complete waste of
money and, at worst, dangerous.

 Four different allergy testing services costing from 20
to 105 were investigated by the Consumers' Association.
The services - advertised in magazines, by post or
independent practitioners - claimed that identifying
reaction to foods and eliminating them from diet could help
treat many illnesses. Five researchers, three with known
allergies, tried each testing service twice.

 But a panel of Health Which? allergy experts found that
the services either completely failed to spot the
researchers' allergies or claimed that they did not deal
with allergies at all. Nor did the vast majority of results
for the same person - tested twice by the same service -
match up.

 Sue Freeman, assistant editor of Health Which?, said: "We
are concerned that consumers are being taken advantage of
by these expensive allergy testing services. Certainly,
anyone relying on them to identify a classic allergy could
be putting themselves in danger."

-----------------------------------------------------------



US Customs news:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Funded this month:

U.S. Customs' CyberSmuggling Center has recruited seven agents 
over the past few months from within its ranks to transfer 
to a new Child Pornography Unit, in anticipation of a 
congressional grant. The grant has now been awarded and is 
$2.4 million for salaries and travel, an additional $1 million 
for technology upgrades. The grant enables the Center to 
increase total staff to 17 people, said Don Huycke, national 
program manager for the U.S. Customs Service's CyberSmuggling 
Center, based in West Palm Beach, Florida.

------------------------------------------------------------



Journal article:
------------------------------------------------------------

Tein, L. (1994). 
_Children's sexuality and the new information technology: 
A Foucaultian approach._ Social and Legal Studies, 3, (1), 
121-147. (Discusses how laws governing sexual expression 
are the result of society's concern about children's 
sexuality.)

------------------------------------------------------------


Recent book:
------------------------------------------------------------

AN EXCERT FROM "THE BODY PROJECT, AN INTIMATE HISTORY OF
AMERICAN GIRLS" BY JOAN JACOBS BRUMBERG. 

"In 1952, in an article in Parents' Magazine, physician
Frank H. Crowell endorsed bras for young girls and spelled
out a theory and program of teenage breast management ...
In the interest of both beauty and health, mothers in the
1950s were encouraged to check their daughters' breasts
regularly to see if they were developing properly. This was
not just a matter of a quick look and a word of
reassurance. Instead, Crowell and others suggested
systematic scrutiny as often as every three months to see
if the breasts were positioned correctly. One way to chart
the geography of the adolescent bustline was to have the
girl stand sideways in a darkened room against a wall
covered with white paper. By shining a bright light on her
and having her throw out her chest at a provocative angle,
a mother could trace a silhouette that indicated the actual
shape of her daughter's bosom. By placing a pencil under
her armpit and folding the arm that held it across the
waist, mothers could also determine if their daughter's
nipples were in the right place. On a healthy breast, the
nipple was supposed to be at least halfway above the midway
point between the location of the pencil and the hollow of
the elbow."

SALON | Oct. 17, 1997
------------------------------------------------------------



Quote from the Alessandra's Smile web site:
------------------------------------------------------------

 "The fears of the religious are real.... Still, it rarely 
occurs to conservative religionists in America that in 
sacralizing children they have thereby secularized their God. 
In order to play with power in the public sphere, the
Religious Right has raised children higher than God, precisely 
because it knows that children are a God for the secular and 
so can be invoked in public in a way that God Himself cannot."

"But this relationship depends upon the secular
Left-liberals cooperating, by also making childhood a 
transcendent category. That they have done so has less to 
do with the welfare of children than with the restless
search by these elites for a source of moral legitimacy 
to shore up their managerial foundations."
 
American University Professor Kenneth Anderson
(from the *Times Literary Supplement, London)
----------------------------------------------------------------


Comment (and headline of the year!)
----------------------------------------------------------------

_Miles Kington - 

_French schoolgirls from outer space boggled my mind_

 The other day I was stopped in the streets of Bath by two
young girls who waved a questionnaire at me and wanted to
know if they could ask me a question. 

Normally, when I am stopped by females waving
questionnaires, I will either run like mad or lie through
my teeth to get away, because although these
consumer-oriented harpies like to tell you it will only
take a moment, they always put you through at least a
quarter of an hour of hellish questions. 

This time it was different. For a start, the girls were
only about twelve. For another start, they were French. And
the single question they asked was very simple: "Please, do
you know who is Tony Blair?" 

I have often seen gangs of French children wandering
through Bath, so it is clearly a favourite target for
cross-Channel school outings, and most of them carry little
study sheets and questionnaires which must be designed to
focus their visit and prevent them spending all their time
shopping and shoplifting. 

(I wonder if the French realise that they have a reputation
in the whole of the south of England for being compulsive
shoplifters? I have been told about this by shopkeepers as
far apart as London and the Channel Islands. If the English
are a nation of shopkeepers, then the French are popularly
supposed to be a nation of shoplifters. Personally, I think
that if there is any truth in it, it is probably because it
is a statistical certainty. Most of the foreign shoppers
are French, so it stands to reason that most of the foreign
shoplifters will be French as well. Still, it is unnerving
to go into a shop in Bath and see a notice saying All
Shoplifters Will Be Prosecuted written in French and no
other language.) 

And I have often wondered what questions these young French
persons were asked in their wanderings round Bath, what
ingenious artistic, historical or architectural posers they
were being posed, and now I knew. It was: "Do you know who
is Tony Blair?", a bit of information, to be honest, which
they could have picked up without leaving France. 

Ah, but were they trying to find out who Tony Blair was, or
whether I knew who he was? Was it my ignorance or their
ignorance they were exploring? Was the question on their
paper "Can you try and find out how many Englishmen in the
street know who Tony Blair is?" or was it "Who on earth is
Tony Blair?" 

I had a look at the paper: "Qui est Tony Blair?" 

"He is the Prime Minister," I said. 

They looked at each other. 

"Prime Minister? What is that? Qu'est-ce que c'est que le
PM?" 

It was beginning to dawn on me that these two little French
girls were not terribly interested in politics. If they
didn't know who Tony Blair was, or what a Prime Minister
was, then they probably didn't even know who their own
French Prime Minister was or what he did. Why, even I, a
benighted Englishman, know who the French Prime Minister
is. It is Scott Joplin. No, not Scott Joplin, but a name
like that. 

"Well, a Prime Minister is the man who. or woman who." 

Who what? There flashed through my mind all the articles I
had read recently which explained that the PM no longer has
any real power, that it is all in the hands of the big
global corporations, that the PM can only tinker with the
system, playing at devolution, playing at reforming the
Upper House, and so on. There also flashed through my mind
all the other articles I had read entitled "Who is Tony
Blair?" or "Will the real Tony Blair stand up, please?", in
which it was made clear either that Tony Blair is a genuine
politician, or that he was nothing of the sort, only a
power-hungry manipulator. Somewhere, no doubt, there is an
article explaining why a power-mad manipulator like Tony
Blair should want to occupy a post with no power. 

Still, as an in-touch British journalist I owed it to these
two young French girls to give some sort of explanation. 
"Well," I said, "the way it works is this." 

They had gone. No doubt tired of my hesitation, they had
gone in search of someone less vacillating. 

Or perhaps I had received a visitation. Perhaps, in an
effort to get me thinking about Tony Blair, and politics,
and the nature of power, someone had actually sent me a
vision. Perhaps a couple of angels, disguised as 
French schoolgirls, had been sent to set me thinking.

It's a humbling thought that I have been chosen for this.
Ever since my encounter with them, I have often asked
myself "Who is Tony Blair?"

It has never failed to put me straight into a deep sleep. 

---------------------------------------------------------
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     "The Other Side of the Coin - A Study Conference"
     Friday, December 18, 1998, at the Paulus Kerk, 
     in central Rotterdam.  Hosted by the church-based 
     Kerkelijk Sociale Arbeid (Church Social Work) 
     foundation. ]



---------------------------------------------------------------

[...] here's a quick e-mail note about the conference in 
Rotterdam today.

It went quite well.  I believe they had 65 people registered in
advance, and another 40ish showed up and registered at the door
during the first hour.  At the beginning of our talk there were
50-60 people present, by the end, maybe 100.  I believe there
were at least three reporters in attendance, as well as four Dutch
vice squad policemen (who, I am told, left exactly at 4 PM; 
presumably the end of their shift! :-).

The Dutch translation was ready and all participants got a copy 
at the beginning of the conference. Everything went smoothly, and 
there were no problems of any kind. Some participants were 
interviewed by journalists from the local radio station for live 
broadcasting. A few people from other countries (Denmark, France, 
etc.) attended. The <Rotterdam Dagblad>, a local newspaper, 
published a good article about the conference. 

The book published by KSA (Paulus Kerk) on the occasion of the 
18th of December conference is excellent (but available only 
in Dutch). The book includes a summary of the American research 
as well. 

Robert Bauserman and I spoke for about an hour and a half, and the
talk seemed to be well received.  The "respondents" spoke in Dutch,
so we got bits and pieces through translators.  The last part
of the conference was an open question/answer session (with 
translators used to relay the topics and questions, as needed).

As I said, I think it went well and was well received.  The questions
were intelligent, and I sensed no hostility.  I am eager to see
what, if anything, will appear in the Dutch press over the next few 
days. If nothing else, the conference in Rotterdam demonstrated that 
it is possible to have a serious discussion in the Netherlands on 
the topic of Child Sexual Abuse & adult-nonadult sexual contacts.

P.S. I just heard that 108 people were in attendance, so much 
     for my ability to count.

-------------------------------------------------------------
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This version of the keynote presentation at the Rotterdam 
symposium (December 18, 1998) lacks the text formatting 
and the tables found in the original, as they are not 
suitable for e-mail. A hard copy version of this paper, with 
the original formatting and the tables, may be had from the 
sponsor of the forum.

A full Dutch translation is also available. Write or telephone:

 KSA
 Wallenburgerweg 55
 NL-3039 AD ROTTERDAM
 The Netherlands
 Tel: +31 10 4666722
 Fax: +31 20 4666714

--

_An Examination of Assumed Properties of Child Sexual Abuse 
Based on Nonclinical Samples_

 Bruce Rind, Ph.D.
 Department of Psychology
 Temple University

 Robert Bauserman, Ph.D.
 Department of Health and Mental Hygiene
 State of Maryland

 Philip Tromovitch, Ph.D. (cand.)
 Graduate School of Education
 University of Pennsylvania

 Paper presented to the symposium sponsored by the Paulus Kirk, 
 Rotterdam, The Netherlands, on the 18th of December 1998.


  In America, starting in the mid-1970s, mental health care professionals,
politicians, law enforcement personnel, the media, and the lay public began
paying considerable attention to child sexual abuse, which we'll often refer
to in this talk as CSA for short. Eventually, this concern spread to other
countries around the world, including Holland. Much of the attention paid to
CSA has focused on its possible effects on psychological adjustment. The
media, the popular press, and the professional literature have all generally
portrayed CSA as a particularly traumatic experience, as a "special destroyer
of adult mental health.  For example, in the top journal in America for
clinical psychology, the authors of a recent article asserted that 'child
sexual abuse is a traumatic event for which there may be few peers,' by which
they are essentially saying that virtually nothing could be worse for a young
person than to have this experience. Some in the mental health field have even
attempted to explain much or all of adult psychopathology as a consequence of
CSA. The common view that has emerged over the past two decades is that CSA
has certain basic properties: (1) it causes harm, (2) which occurs on a
pervasive basis, (3) is usually intense, and (4) is equivalent, or just as
negative, for boys and girls. In this view, these properties hold whether
we're talking about patients in therapy (that is, clinical samples), or people
not in therapy (that is, nonclinical samples). Our research over the past few
years has focused on examining these assumed basic properties of CSA. The
question that we have asked, and that we will attempt to answer in this
presentation, is: For people who have experienced CSA, does the experience
cause intense psychological harm on a widespread basis for both genders?

Before we describe our research, it is important to discuss terminology. The
term child sexual abuse has been used in the psychological literature to
describe virtually all sexual interactions between children or adolescents and
significantly older persons, as well as between same-age children or
adolescents when coercion is involved. The indiscriminate use of this term and
related terms such as victim and perpetrator has been criticized by various
researchers because of concerns about scientific validity. As one researcher
noted, researchers have often failed to distinguish between "abuse" as harm
done to a child or adolescent and "abuse" as a violation of social norms,
which is a problem because it cannot be assumed that violations of social
norms lead to harm. As another researcher observed, our society has tended to
equate "wrongfulness" with harmfulness in sexual matters, but harmfulness
cannot be inferred from wrongfulness. Still another researcher argued that the
indiscriminate use of terms suggesting force, coercion, and harm reflects and
maintains the belief that these interactions are always harmful, which
interferes with objectively appraising them. In earlier research, we
demonstrated experimentally that people who read scientific reports of
nonnegative sexual interactions between adolescents and adults are biased by
the use of negatively-loaded terms such as child sexual abuse.

Problems of scientific validity of the term child sexual abuse are perhaps
most apparent when contrasting cases such as the repeated rape of a 5-year-old
girl by her father, which undoubtedly produces serious harm, and the willing
sexual involvement of a mature 15-year-old adolescent boy with an unrelated
adult, which, although violating social norms, may have no implications for
harm. By classifying these two very dissimilar events into the single category
of child sexual abuse, a scientifically valid understanding of each is
threatened.

With these caveats in mind regarding the shortcomings of the term child sexual
abuse, we will nevertheless continue to use it in our talk because it is so
pervasively used by the authors of the studies we examined. We will, however,
return to a discussion of the validity of this term later in our presentation
after we have presented our data and analyses. Having said that, based on
typical current use of the term CSA, it will be defined as a sexual
interaction involving either physical contact or no contact (for example,
exhibitionism) between either a child or adolescent and someone substantially
older, or between two peers who are children or adolescents when coercion is
employed.

 Previous Literature Reviews

In America, starting at the end of the 1970s, researchers began in earnest
examining the psychological correlates of CSA. Soon, numerous such studies had
been published. This in turn occasioned a new kind of research, which
consisted of reviewing and synthesizing the available studies -- that is,
conducting literature reviews. Many literature reviews have appeared over the
last 15 years. These reviews have not been unanimous in their conclusions,
although a good many of them have favored the assumptions of causality,
pervasiveness, intensity, and equivalence of harm, thus supporting popular
impressions of CSA. Two basic types of reviews have been done: qualitative and
quantitative. We'll examine each type now.

 Qualitative Literature Reviews

The first type of review is qualitative, in which a researcher gathers a set
of studies and summarizes in narrative fashion what they seem to be saying.
The researcher tells the reader in words and descriptions, rather than
mathematically, his or her interpretation of the findings of the studies taken
as a whole.

The authors of these qualitative reviews have typically concluded that CSA is
associated with a wide range of psychological problems, including anger,
depression, anxiety, eating disorders, alcohol and drug abuse, low self-
esteem, relationship difficulties, inappropriate sexual behavior, aggression,
self-mutilation, suicide, dissociation, and posttraumatic stress disorder,
among others. They more often than not have assumed that CSA caused these
problems, and have stated or implied that most persons with CSA experiences
will be afflicted. Some have taken pains to emphasize that boys are just as
badly affected as girls. One group of researchers called it a myth that boys
are less affected than girls. Another researcher dismissed as an "exercise in
futility" efforts to determine whether boys or girls are more adversely
affected by CSA, and concluded that CSA "has pronounced deleterious effects on
its victims, regardless of their gender." Not all reviewers, however, have
agreed with these conclusions. Some have pointed to the need for caution when
inferring causality, noting that CSA is so consistently confounded with family
environment problems that it really is not possible to say whether the poorer
adjustment found in CSA subjects compared to control subjects is the result of
the CSA or poor family background. A number of reviewers have argued that CSA
outcomes are variable, rather than pervasively negative. For example,
Constantine, in one of the earliest reviews, found that negative outcomes were
often absent in CSA persons in nonclinical samples. He concluded that there is
no inevitable outcome or set of reactions, and that responses to CSA are
mediated by nonsexual factors, such as the young person's perceived
willingness when participating in the sexual encounter. And finally, a few
reviewers have noted that boys tend to react much more positively or neutrally
than girls.

 Limitations of Qualitative Literature Reviews

What can we conclude from the qualitative literature reviews as a whole
regarding popular assumptions about CSA? Not much, actually, for several
reasons. First, their conclusions have been inconsistent from one review to
the next. Second, and even more importantly, these reviews have generally
suffered from sampling biases and third, they have been vulnerable to biases
stemming from subjectivity and imprecision.

Sampling biases. All of these qualitative reviews except for one (which we'll
discuss later in this presentation) were based primarily on clinical or legal
samples. A fair number of them were based exclusively or nearly exclusively on
these samples. Clinical and legal samples of persons with CSA cannot be
assumed to be representative of the population of persons with a history of
CSA. This is an extremely important principle that is worth elaborating on.
'Proof' that masturbation caused mental disease was once based on observing
that institutionalized psychiatric patients masturbate. 'Proof' that
homosexuality was a mental disorder was once based on psychiatric and prison
samples. When nonclinical samples were examined, a much different and much
more benign view of masturbation and homosexuality emerged. By analogy, we
must also examine CSA in nonclinical populations to be able to infer whether
it is generally harmful, and if so, to what degree.

Some reviews of CSA have been based on a large number of clinical samples,
emboldening the reviewers to conclude that CSA is highly destructive. But
bigger numbers do not necessarily bring us closer to valid knowledge. To see
why, consider this famous example. In 1936 in the U.S., the Republican
candidate Alf Landon ran against the Democrat candidate Franklin Roosevelt for
president. Two weeks before the election, Literary Digest magazine sent out
12,000,000 postcards asking people whom they would vote for. They got
2,500,000 responses, voting 57% for Landon and 43% for Roosevelt. The actual
election produced just the opposite results. What went wrong? The magazine got
its sample from car registrations and telephone directories. In 1936, during
the height of the depression, people with cars and phones were likely to have
had money, and such people tend to be Republicans. Thus, their sample was
biased. The fact that they got such a huge number of responses (2.5 million)
did not compensate for sample bias. A representative sample of 1000, which is
typically used today, is far better at reaching valid results. The principle
is, sample size will never compensate for sample bias. The findings of 150
clinical studies are not nearly as informative as the findings of one
representative study. The focus on clinical and legal samples represents a
major failing of most qualitative reviews.

Drawing conclusions from clinical and legal samples is problematic not only
because these samples are not representative of the general population, but
also because data coming from these samples are vulnerable to being invalid.
One problem has to do with the beliefs of the therapist. If a therapist is
convinced, as many once were, that homosexuality causes maladjustment, then
the therapist will be unmotivated to search for other potential causes of a
homosexual patient's maladjustment. In this way, the therapist's belief of
pathology is maintained. The same argument can be applied to CSA. In one
famous example of this, psychiatrist Fred Berlin evaluated the president of
American University, who had just been arrested for making obscene phone
calls. Berlin heard from his patient that he had incest with his mother at age
11, but also that he had been severely beaten at random times repeatedly
throughout his entire childhood. Berlin, convinced as he was in the power of
CSA to create pathology, fixated on the incest as the cause of his patient's
current problems, and then used this case as just another example of how
devastating CSA is. But, given the confound of much more prominent and
pervasive physical abuse, his conclusions seem dubious at best.

The point of this example is that the psychiatrist's beliefs in the
harmfulness of CSA were strengthened by selective attention to evidence, which
is not scientifically valid. This is not to argue that CSA is never the cause
of a patient's maladjustment, but that a therapist's expectancies can
substantially inflate the perception that CSA causes maladjustment.

Subjectivity and imprecision. Qualitative reviews are entirely narrative and
therefore susceptible to the reviewers' own subjective interpretations.
Reviewers who are convinced that CSA is a major cause of adult psychopathology
may fall prey to confirmation bias -- that is, they note and describe study
findings indicating harmful effects, but ignore or pay less attention to
findings indicating nonnegative or positive outcomes, thus confirming their
initial belief. By analogy, people who believe in astrology are very impressed
when their horoscope's prediction comes true, but quickly forget the vast
majority of cases when it doesn't. By means of this confirmation bias, they
are convinced in the predictive validity of astrology. An example of
confirmation bias in CSA research is that of Mendel, who reviewed a study
consisting of two separate college samples of males. In one sample, no
associations were found between CSA and adjustment problems. In the second,
smaller sample, some associations were found. Mendel ignored the results from
the first sample, but used the second to argue that CSA causes maladjustment.
This selective attention to confirming results has been a serious problem in
many of the qualitative reviews.

Another problem has to do with precision. In the Mendel example just
discussed, he used the confirming example to argue that CSA causes depression,
anxiety, and so on. What he did not report was that the association in that
sample between CSA and symptoms was small. This is very important information,
though, because it is not valid to conclude from these results that CSA
produces intense effects, as Mendel did. In these qualitative literature
reviews, this has been a constant problem: studies show small but
statistically significant differences and reviewers inflate the findings by
claiming serious effects. What is needed is for reviewers to deal with the
statistics precisely; otherwise, they are prone to exaggerate the results if
they already believe CSA is highly destructive.

 Quantitative Literature Reviews

To avoid the problems of qualitative reviews, by the mid-1990s a few
researchers began doing quantitative reviews. These reviews were based on a
statistical procedure called meta-analysis. In meta-analysis the researcher
collects a number of studies that have compared the adjustment of CSA subjects
with control subjects. Then the researcher takes the statistics reported in
each study that compared the two groups and converts them into a common
statistic. Finally, the researcher averages all these values to see what the
studies collectively are saying about the association between CSA and
adjustment.

The common value derived from each study in the meta-analyses we'll be
discussing is called an effect size, which tells you how big the difference is
between CSA and control subjects in terms of their adjustment. This is
different from saying that the two groups showed a statistically significant
difference, because such a difference could be very small or quite big. The
effect size tells us whether the difference is small or big. If you save one
guilder at store A compared to store B on a 1000 guilder item, there's a
difference, but it's quite small. If you save 200 guilders, then that's
something. As a shopper, you want to know how much you'll save by going to
store A, not simply whether you'll save. This is the spirit of effect size
analysis.

For ease of presentation, given that many of you are not familiar with
statistics, we will report effect sizes in the following way. Imagine that we
have a group of people, some of whom had CSA and some of whom did not. Now,
you can imagine that there is a lot of variation in both groups in terms of
how well the different individuals are adjusted. Some will be very well
adjusted, others moderately so, others not too well, and a few will be
seriously maladjusted. If CSA had a very strong effect on adjustment, then CSA
should account for at least 50% of the adjustment variability among all of the
subjects. If CSA had a strong effect, it should account for at least 25%. If
CSA had a medium effect, it should account for about 10%. And if CSA had only
a small effect, it should account for about 1% of the adjustment variability.

One researcher, by the name of Jumper, in 1995 included student, community,
and clinical samples in her meta-analysis of the relation between CSA and
adjustment. She averaged the effect sizes separately for each sample-type.
After correcting for some errors she made, her results were that CSA accounted
for 0.8% of the adjustment variation in the student samples, 2.25% in the
community samples, and 7.3% in the clinical samples. In other words, CSA was
related to adjustment, but the relationship was small in the nonclinical
samples and medium in the clinical samples. In 1996, another group of
researchers published a second meta-analysis. They computed average effect
sizes separately for nonclinical and clinical samples. The amount of
variability accounted for by CSA was 1.4% for the nonclinical samples and 3.6%
for the clinical samples.

These two quantitative reviews improved over the qualitative reviews in
several ways. First, they avoided subjective interpretations. Second, they
included large numbers of nonclinical samples. Third, they analyzed them
separately. The overall picture is this. Clinical samples are clearly
different from nonclinical samples. This empirically demonstrates that it is
not appropriate to generalize from clinical reports of CSA to the general
population. Additionally, although CSA is related to poorer adjustment in
nonclinical samples, the association is small. This means that claims that CSA
pervasively produces lasting, severe psychological injury are vastly
overstated.

There are some important weaknesses in these two quantitative studies, which,
incidentally, were the only published meta-analyses up until a year ago, which
ultimately provided the rationale for conducting our own meta-analyses. First,
very few male samples were examined--none in the second review. Second, no
analyses were presented to address whether the associations found between CSA
and adjustment were caused by the CSA, as opposed to other factors such as
poor family environment. Third, no results were provided to indicate the
pervasiveness of effects. That is, if CSA did have an effect, did it affect
100% of persons with CSA or 50% or 10% or some other percentage? And fourth,
no results were provided on the subjects' reactions to their sexual
experience. It is possible that some or even many did not react negatively.
Popular assumptions do not allow for this possibility, but objective science
must inquire, because such information speaks directly to the validity of
popular assumptions about CSA.

To improve over these two meta-analyses, we conducted two of our own. We
conducted these meta-analyses to test the popular assumption that, in the
general population, CSA causes intense harm, which occurs pervasively and is
equally negative for boys and girls. Since we were interested in CSA in the
general population, we focused exclusively on nonclinical samples. This focus
is justified because the two meta-analyses just discussed demonstrated that
clinical samples do not generalize, as is true in most domains of behavior. To
know the nature of CSA, to test whether CSA per se is harmful, it is people in
the general population who have to be examined.

 National Probability Samples

To repeat, our society has come to believe in the last few decades that CSA is
'a special destroyer of adult mental health.' This implies that, in the
typical person, whether male or female, if they have experienced CSA, it will
have caused intense harm. The best way to test this assumption would be to
examine everyone in the entire population. We can't do this, of course. The
next best thing that we can do is to take a representative sample from the
population and try to make inferences from it. In various countries,
researchers have done this: they have obtained 'national probability samples,'
which are just samples that have been chosen so as to be representative of the
population of a given nation. The data from these samples regarding the
relation between CSA and adjustment are very important, because they much
better represent the typical case than do data from clinical samples.

A few years ago, we gathered together the results from all studies based on
national samples that examined CSA-adjustment relations. Our first table (see
Table 1) is a listing of these studies, showing some of their attributes.
First of all, we can see that four studies were conducted in the U.S., and one
each was conducted in Canada, Great Britain, and Spain. Several studies used
face-to-face interviews; others were done by telephone; two used a self-
administered questionnaire that subjects filled out while the researcher
waited nearby; and one was a mail survey. Two studies examined only CSA that
subjects felt was unwanted; the other five samples studied both willing and
unwanted CSA events. As we can see in the table, sizable numbers of subjects
participated in all of these studies. The percent of subjects that had
experienced CSA ranged from 6% to 36% for males and from 14% to 51% for
females. The percents varied so widely because the definitions of CSA in the
studies also varied widely. Excluding two studies that had definitions that
seemed overly broad (for example, including willing sexual experiences with
siblings as CSA), the percents ranged from 6% to 15% for males with an average
of 11% and from 14% to 28% for females with an average of 19%. Thus, at the
present time the best available estimates for the prevalence of CSA are 11%
for males and 19% for females.

 (Insert Table 1)

These studies reported two types of results that were useful for evaluating
the popular assumptions about CSA. One was self-reported effects -- that is, how
subjects felt the sexual experience had affected them in a negative, neutral,
or positive way. The second were objective measures of psychological or sexual
adjustment.

Let's talk about the self-reported effects first. Table 2 shows the results of
the three studies that made this inquiry. In the Badgley study, subjects were
asked to tell about the first unwanted sexual experience they had, if they had
one. When asked whether they had been emotionally or psychologically harmed at
that time by this experience, only 7% of males with such an experience said
yes, compared to 24% of females. Note that this was based on unwanted
experiences, and also that this shows a substantial sex difference. In a
second study conducted by Baker and Duncan in Great Britain, subjects were
asked about CSA experiences and effects that occurred before the age of 16.
The following distributions were found regarding self-perceived effects (see
bottom of Table 2): for the males with CSA, 4% said their experience caused
permanent damage; 33% said it was harmful at the time, but with no lasting
effects; 57% said it had no effect; and 6% said it improved the quality of
their life. The distribution for the females with CSA was: 13% reported
permanent damage; 51% said it was harmful at the time, but with no lasting
effects; 34% said it had no effect; and 2% said it improved the quality of
their life. These results strongly contradict popular views that CSA typically
scars its victims for life: only 4% of males and 13% of females thought the
harm was permanent. As we can see (in the top part of Table 2), 37% of males
felt harmed in some way, meaning that 63% did not; the percents were just the
opposite for females, with 64% reporting at least some harm. Once again, we
see a sex difference. In the last study, Laumann asked subjects about CSA
experiences they may have had before puberty. For males, 45% reported some
negative effect; 70% of females reported some negative effect. Again we see a
sex difference.

 (Insert Table 2)

Together, these three studies show that only a minority of boys perceive some
negative effect, but a majority of girls do. Further, permanent harm is rare.
These findings cast doubt on the assumptions that harm is generally lasting,
that harm is pervasive (especially for boys), and that boys and girls react in
an equivalent fashion.

Next, we examined the relation between CSA and psychological or sexual
adjustment by examining the data that compared people with CSA to control
subjects. As shown in Table 3, five of the studies provided relevant data. The
effect sizes are shown in the table separately for males and females. Again,
these effect sizes indicate the percent of variability in adjustment among all
subjects that CSA accounts for. For males, this ranged from 0.16% to 1.44%.
For females, it ranged from 0.25% to 4.00%. The average effect sizes were
0.49% for males and 1.00% for females. These results show several things.
First, both males and females with a history of CSA showed poorer adjustment
than control subjects. Second, although statistically significant, these
differences are small. For example, for males, 99.51% of the variability in
their adjustment scores would have to be explained by factors other than CSA.
This result, contrary to popular assumptions, does not implicate CSA as a
major factor in affecting psychological or sexual well-being in the average
person with this experience.

 (Insert Table 3)

In summing up this meta-analysis, we can draw these conclusions. First, its
findings are considerably more relevant to trying to understand the typical
case of CSA in the general population than are clinical findings. The results
contradict the assumptions of widespread, lasting harm. Further, these results
contradict the common belief that CSA produces intense harm--the effect sizes
were small, but should have been large, or at least medium, to infer intense
harm. Additionally, boys reacted much less negatively than girls, which
contradicts the assumption that boys and girls react in an equivalently
negative fashion.

The final assumption needing of scrutiny is whether the small but
statistically significant differences in adjustment found between CSA and
control subjects reflects the effect of CSA -- that is, did CSA cause this
somewhat poorer adjustment? In talking about causality, we should first review
some basic methodology. In the U.S., Whites score on average 15 IQ points
higher than Blacks. Can you then conclude that race causes IQ differences? If
you did, you would be called a racist, and justifiably so. Blacks and Whites
differ not only in their race, but in their socioeconomic status, as well as
other important factors. It could well be that coming from a poorer
environment produces this IQ difference, rather than race. Home environment
does have a big impact on intellectual development, so it may play the role of
a third variable that completely accounts for the association of the two main
variables -- race and IQ.

Incidentally, a 15 point IQ difference between the races can be expressed in
this way: race accounts for 34% of the variability in IQ scores among Whites
and Blacks. In our national samples, CSA accounted for only 1% of the
adjustment variation for females and only one half of one percent for males.
By comparison, race was 34 to 68 times stronger in accounting for IQ
variation. Thus, if we can argue that the race difference in IQ is caused, not
by race, but by a poorer home environment, then surely we could consider
making this argument for CSA: that the small differences in adjustment that
were found may have been attributable to differences in home environment. This
is a reasonable possibility. Children in broken homes are less supervised and
are more prone, and willing, to engage in counternormative behavior, such as
using drugs, skipping school, or engaging in taboo sex (such as sex with
adults). In this scheme, the poor home environment not only predisposes them
to CSA, but also predisposes them toward becoming less well adjusted. This
scenario suggests that the relation that we found between CSA and adjustment
could be spurious (that is, false), or, if causal, even weaker than it was.

The researcher Finkelhor was involved in two of the national studies. He and
his colleagues used statistical techniques to factor out, or control for,
several other variables that might have been responsible for the statistically
significant CSA-adjustment relations they found. In both studies, these
relations remained statistically significant after this procedure. He and his
colleagues argued that this showed that CSA really does cause poorer
adjustment. In criticism of Finkelhor's approach, however, his group did not
control for variables that other researchers have shown can account for the
CSA-adjustment relation. Among these variables are physical abuse and
emotional neglect, which tend to be confounded with CSA -- that is, occur along
with CSA experiences. The researcher Wisniewski, for example, examined CSA in
32 samples of college students chosen to be nationally representative of
college students in the U.S. When she applied statistical control factoring
out nonsexual abuse variables, she found that the CSA-adjustment relations
dropped out. She concluded that the 'data do not support child sexual abuse as
a specific explanation of current emotional distress. The data are best
interpreted as supportive of other factors such as family violence... as having
the greatest impact on current emotional adjustment.' We will return to this
issue of causality and statistical control when reviewing the results of our
second meta-analysis.

 College Samples

The national samples were useful in examining popular assumptions about CSA.
Some of their shortcomings, however, were that there are very few of these
studies, these studies have very little data on reactions, and inadequate
information to judge the assumption of causality of harm. We thus conducted a
second meta-analysis based on another group of nonclinical samples -- college
samples. We chose college samples for several reasons. One is that these
represent the largest number of nonclinical samples of the same kind. Despite
the fact that persons with a college background are different from those
without, we felt college samples would be useful toward answering questions
about population characteristics -- that is, how does the typical person with
CSA react to it -- because, in the U.S., at least 50% of the adult population
has had some college exposure. Another value of college samples is that these
studies have generally been conducted by university researchers, who have
designed their studies well, often taking into account family environment
factors. This information, not systematically available in clinical studies or
even the national studies, is useful for examining the causal role that CSA
might play in producing negative effects. Additionally, these studies have
provided a rich source of data for examining reactions to CSA experiences, not
well provided in the other literature. This information is useful for
examining assumptions about CSA such as pervasiveness and intensity of
effects, as well as gender equivalence in reactions.

Altogether, we obtained 59 usable studies for examining CSA-adjustment
relations, reactions, and self-reported effects. In examining the relation
between CSA and adjustment, 54 samples were used, which included 3,254 male
subjects from 18 samples and 12,570 female subjects from 40 samples. Reactions
and self-reported effects were based on 783 male subjects from 13 samples and
2,353 female subjects from 14 samples.

Definitions of CSA varied across these studies. For example, 20% restricted
their definition to include only unwanted CSA experiences. The remaining 80%
included both willing and unwanted CSA experiences, and most often defined CSA
as an age difference between partners of 5 or more years where the younger
partner was less than 16 or 17 years of age. Prevalence rates for CSA, based
on the various definitions, were as follows. For males, based on 26 samples
with 13,704 subjects, CSA was reported 14% of the time. For females, based on
45 samples with 21,999 subjects, CSA was reported 27% of the time.

Some researchers have argued that data from college samples are not
informative about the effects of the more severe forms of CSA, because college
subjects experience less severe forms of CSA than do people in the general
population. By going back to the national samples and pulling out the relevant
data, and by going through the college samples and computing corresponding
values, we were able to test this assumption. Table 4 shows some of these
results. It has been argued that severity increases from noncontact CSA, such
as exhibitionism, to fondling, to oral sex, to intercourse. In the table, you
can see that college subjects had just as much intercourse as national
subjects--and much more in the case of males. Relatedness between the younger
and older participants has also often been used as an indicator of severity,
with incestuous contacts seen as the most severe. Table 5 shows that college
subjects experienced just as much incest as persons in the general population.
Another commonly used indicator of severity is frequency of CSA
occurrences -- that is, multiple episodes are viewed as more severe than single
episodes. In both the college and national samples, about half of those who
had CSA had multiple episodes, showing once again similarities in terms of
severity. Our conclusion from these comparisons is that, because CSA
characteristics are nearly the same in both college and national samples,
using college samples to answer questions about CSA in the general population
seems well justified.

 (Insert Tables 4 and 5)

We next examined the relationship between CSA and adjustment by meta-analyzing
results across the 54 samples that provided usable statistics. Based on 15,912
subjects, the average amount of variability in adjustment scores accounted for
by CSA was 0.81%, meaning that CSA failed to account for 99.19% of the
adjustment variability. Nevertheless, this small difference in adjustment was
statistically significant, with CSA subjects showing somewhat poorer
adjustment. We next meta-analyzed the relations between CSA and adjustment
separately for males and females. As you can see in Table 6, CSA accounted for
0.49% of the adjustment variability for males and 1.00% for females--exactly
the same values as in the national samples. It is worth emphasizing at this
point that the comparability of the college samples and the national samples
is quite good in various respects: prevalence rates of CSA, types of CSA, and
the magnitude of the CSA-adjustment relations. These findings indicate that
college data are substantially more valuable than clinical data for attempting
to understand the nature of CSA in the general population.

 (Insert Table 6)

Because a sizable minority of the studies restricted their definitions of CSA
to unwanted sex only, we took the opportunity to examine relations between CSA
and adjustment as a function of level of participation. We did this separately
for males and females. Table 7 shows the results. For males, when just
considering samples that included all types of CSA (that is, both willing and
unwanted sex), we found that CSA accounted for only 0.16% of the adjustment
variability, which was not statistically significant. When just examining
samples where the CSA was unwanted, CSA accounted for 1.69% of the adjustment
variability, which was statistically significant. This value was greater than
the previous value for both willing and unwanted sex by a factor of 10. Taken
together, these two results imply that, for boys, willingly engaging in CSA is
not associated with poorer adjustment. For females, on the other hand, CSA was
associated with poorer adjustment whether both willing and unwanted CSA were
considered together or unwanted CSA only was considered. In the former case,
CSA accounted for 1.21% of the adjustment variability; in the latter, it
accounted for 0.64%. We compared the four effect sizes for these four
conditions and found that the effect size for males in the willing and
unwanted combined condition was statistically significantly smaller than the
effect sizes in the other three conditions, which were all statistically
equivalent. This finding points to a sex difference, and implies that willing
boys should not be grouped with girls when discussing the effects of CSA.

 (Insert Table 7)

So, at least for boys, we see that CSA has no inevitable outcome, but depends
on the context in which it occurs. To examine context further, we focused just
on subjects in the college samples who had CSA to see what factors might or
might not be related to their reactions or symptoms. The contextual factors we
examined were the frequency of CSA episodes, their duration over time, the use
of force, whether penetration occurred, and whether the CSA was incestuous.
Table 8 shows the results of our analyses. Contrary to popular assumptions,
reactions were not more negative, and symptoms were not greater, with greater
frequency of episodes, longer duration of these relationships, or the presence
of penetration. On the other hand, use the of force and incestuous relations
were related to more negative reactions and more symptoms.

 (Insert Table 8)

The image of CSA as portrayed in the media is that of a frail, helpless child
in a state of shock after having been ravaged by an adult. We next present
data relevant to assessing the validity of this image. Table 9 presents
results from 10 female samples and 11 male samples on how subjects reacted, at
the time, to their CSA experience. Of the 1,421 female experiences of CSA, 11%
were positive, 18% were neutral, and 72% were negative. Of the 606 male
experiences, 37% were positive, 29% were neutral, and 33% were negative. The
results for males strongly contradict the popular image just described. The
majority of boys (two-thirds) did not react negatively. For girls, the pattern
was just the reverse, showing a striking sex difference. This once again
provides evidence against the assumption of gender equivalence--that boys and
girls react the same. In terms of negative reactions, it is important to note
that such reactions can range from mild discomfort to traumatic shock. The
percentages of boys and girls who react in accord with the popular image of
traumatic shock would be only a fraction of the figures just presented for
negative reactions.

 (Insert Table 9)

We don't know what fraction this is, but presumably traumatic shock would
result in self-perceived negative effects, probably of a lasting nature. We
examined self-perceived effects across the college samples to address this
issue. Table 10 shows the results for the studies that contained this
information. Self-perceived lasting negative effects were uncommon for males.
In Condy's study, only 16% of male subjects with CSA felt that this experience
had negatively affected their current sex lives. In Fishman's study the
corresponding value was 13%, in Fritz's study it was 10%, in Landis' study it
was 0.4%, and in West and Woodhouse's study only one or two out of 67 felt a
current negative impact on their sex lives. In terms of other types of lasting
effects, in Landis' study, none of the males felt there was any permanent harm
to their emotional development. In Fishman's study, about a quarter of the
male subjects felt some negative impact on their overall life.

 (Insert Table 10)

Females differed from males in reported higher rates of perceived negative
effects. In terms of lasting effects on their sex lives, the figures were 24%
in Fritz's study and 2.2% in Landis' study. In terms of lasting negative
effects of a more general nature, in Hrabowy's study 20% felt moderately
troubled over it now and 5% felt very troubled. In Landis' study, 4% felt they
still had not recovered. In Nash and West's study, 22% felt they were still
negatively affected. These data, both for males and females, show that some
subjects were seriously harmed by their experience, but only a minority. These
data suggest that CSA has the potential to be harmful, but that serious harm
is not an innate property of CSA. As our analyses presented previously
suggest, it is the context, such as the use of force, or the lack of
willingness on the younger person's part, or potentially incestuous
involvement, that combines with CSA to produce harmful outcomes.

 Family Environment

Reports of self-perceived negative effects, especially when of a lasting
nature, certainly suggest that CSA can cause harm for some persons with
certain types of CSA experiences. The issue we focus on here, however, is
whether CSA typically causes harm. Previously we saw that CSA was
statistically significantly correlated with poorer adjustment, although the
magnitude of this relation was small. One of the most fundamental principles
in scientific methodology is that correlation is not causation. That is, for
example, just because race is correlated with IQ, that does not mean that race
causes differences in IQ. It could be that some third variable, such as home
environment or socioeconomic status, is responsible for the race-IQ
association.

To illustrate this concept, let's take this simplistic example, shown in
Figure 1. As you go from small towns to small cities, to large cities, the
number of churches will increase. Further, as you go from small towns to big
cities, the amount of crime also increases. Does this mean that building new
churches will increase crime, or tearing some down will decrease crime? No,
because there's a third variable, population, that is responsible for both. As
population grows, more churches are built and more crimes occur. If we
factored out population size in this example, the correlation between number
of churches and amount of crime would probably disappear.

 (Insert Figure 1)

We examined the relationship between CSA and symptoms using this idea. In this
case, the third variable that might be causing both is family environment. A
broken home, or one containing physical abuse or emotional neglect, could
predispose children or teenagers to counternormative behavior, such as using
drugs or engaging in sexual activities that are classified as CSA. A broken
home could also impair their adjustment. In this way, the relationship between
CSA and symptoms that we found in our meta-analyses could be the result of
family environment, rather than the CSA experiences.

From our previous meta-analyses, we know that for college subjects CSA
accounted for 0.81% of the adjustment variability. We conducted a series of
meta-analyses to determine what percent of the variability in CSA was
accounted for by family environment. The result was 1.69%. We next conducted a
series of meta-analyses to determine what percent of the adjustment
variability was accounted for by family environment. The result was 8.41%. In
other words, these results show that family environment was substantially more
important in terms of being able to account for adjustment variability than
CSA was -- by a factor of 10. These results also show that CSA was indeed
confounded with family environment -- those who had CSA tended to come from
poorer, more disorganized family settings. These findings together suggest
that the statistically significant, but small relationship between CSA and
adjustment may not be causal.

Thirteen of the college studies used statistical techniques to factor out, or
hold statistically constant, family environment, when examining the
relationship between CSA and adjustment (see Table 11). The 14 samples from
these studies examined 83 CSA-adjustment relations. Before statistical
control, 41% of these relations were statistically significant. After
statistical control -- that is, after removing the effects of family
environment -- only 17% were statistically significant. This represents a 59%
reduction. Since CSA-adjustment relations within a given study tend to be
correlated, we computed the percent reduction in statistical significance by
using one overall result per study. Computed this way, the reduction in
statistically significant results rose to 83%. These findings strongly support
the possibility that many instances of statistically significant associations
between CSA and adjustment are spurious. In particular, these findings argue
against the popular assumption that CSA typically causes harm.

 (Insert Table 11)

 Discussion

Our meta-analyses of the relations between CSA and adjustment in both the
national samples and college samples showed that CSA is statistically
significantly related to poorer adjustment; however, this relationship is
small. For boys, CSA accounted for only one half of one percent of the
adjustment variability, while for girls, it accounted for only 1%. These small
effect sizes are inconsistent with the assumption that CSA produces intense
effects. The examination of self-perceived effects and reactions contradict
the assumption that CSA has pervasive effects. Analyses of self-perceived
effects, as well as the role that family environment plays in the CSA-
adjustment relationship, do not support the assumption that CSA typically
causes harm. There is support from these data that CSA causes harm in specific
cases, but the evidence speaks against harm resulting in the typical case.
Finally, a clear and strong difference emerged between how boys and girls
respond to experiences classified as CSA. Only a minority of boys react
negatively or feel harmed by these episodes; the reverse holds for females. In
the college samples, boys who were willing participants in their CSA episodes
showed no evidence of impairment, which was not the case for girls. These
results strongly suggest that the assumption that boys and girls react in an
equivalent manner to CSA should be abandoned.

Regarding the differences between how boys and girls react, it is worth
reviewing what some of the authors of the college studies had to say. Schultz
and Jones noted that males tended to see these sexual experiences as an
adventure and as curiosity-satisfying, while most females saw it as an
invasion of their body or a moral wrong. West and Woodhouse observed that
females' reactions at the time were 'predominantly of fear, unpleasant
confusion, and embarrassment... [while men's] remembered reactions were mostly
either indifference, tinged perhaps with slight anxiety, or of positive
pleasure, the latter being particularly evident in contacts with the opposite
sex.' These gender differences in reactions to CSA experiences are consistent
with more general gender differences in response to sex among young persons.
For example, boys and girls report very different reactions to their first
experience of sexual intercourse, with girls predominantly reporting negative
reactions such as feeling afraid, guilty, or used, and boys predominantly
reporting positive reactions such as feeling excited, happy, and mature. It is
important to add that males and females may react differently to CSA because
they tend to experience different kinds of CSA episodes. Baker and Duncan
commented that girls in their national survey in Great Britain may have found
their CSA experiences to be more damaging than boys did because they had more
incestuous CSA and experienced CSA at younger ages. College males and college
females also tended to have different CSA experiences; females experienced
incest more than twice as often as males and experienced force about twice as
often.

A few additional comments about causality are also in order. The finding that
family environment was 10 times more important than CSA in accounting for
current adjustment in the college population is consistent with the results of
several recent studies using subjects from noncollege populations. In one
study conducted by Eckenrode and his colleagues published in 1993, the
researchers categorized children and adolescents obtained from a large
representative community sample in a small-sized city in New York state into
six groups: not abused, CSA, physical abuse, neglect, CSA and neglect, and
physical abuse and neglect. They found that CSA children and adolescents
performed as well in school as nonabused controls in all areas measured,
including standardized test scores, school performance, and behavior. Neglect
and physical abuse, on the other hand, were associated with poorer performance
and more behavior problems. In another study conducted by Ney and his
colleagues published in 1994, the researchers separated their mostly clinical
sample of children and adolescents into categories of CSA, physical abuse,
physical neglect, verbal abuse, emotional neglect, and combinations of these.
They found that the combination of abuse that correlated most strongly with
adjustment problems was physical abuse, physical neglect, and verbal abuse. In
the top 10 worst combinations, verbal abuse appeared seven times, physical
neglect six times, physical abuse and emotional neglect five times each,
whereas CSA appeared only once. These results jive well with the conclusion of
Wiesniewski that we presented before. Again, she studied 32 samples of college
students across the U.S. chosen to be representative of the U.S. college
population. She concluded that, when taking other forms of abuse into account,
CSA was not related to adjustment problems. It was instead, she noted,
maltreatment such as physical abuse that directly impacted on adjustment.

In the U.S., in 1974 the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act was passed
by Congress. Its original focus was on doing something about the problems of
physical abuse and neglect. This initiative set up what became, as many have
called it, the child abuse industry, which continues to this day and has
spread to other countries around the world. Within a few years of its passage,
however, the focus of this act shifted predominantly to CSA. This occurred for
a number of reasons. One was that the women's movement in America had begun
raising consciousness about rape and incest in the early 1970s. A second
reason was that taboo sex is much more of an emotionally-grabbing issue than
physical abuse or emotional neglect. As such, CSA got more media and political
attention, and eventually more funding and a much greater following in child-
protection circles. The results of our research, as well as those of others
just mentioned, suggest that this major shift of attention away from physical
abuse and neglect to CSA may have been misdirected.

 Child Sexual Abuse as a Construct, Reconsidered

At the outset of our presentation, we discussed problems with the term child
sexual abuse. It is now appropriate to return to this issue in light of the
empirical findings we have just presented. These findings strongly imply that
it is misleading to label both the repeated rape of a young female child in an
incestuous context and a willing sexual encounter between a mature male
adolescent and an unrelated adult as child sexual abuse. It is misleading
because abuse implies harm to the individual. The empirical data, based on
generalizable samples, that we have presented clearly suggest that only the
first of these two scenarios is likely to produce harm for the individual. The
second scenario is only abuse in that it violates contemporary social norms.
What is problematic is that the use of the term child sexual abuse in the
latter case, whether by the media, legislators, or mental health
professionals, conveys the meaning of harm to the individual as opposed to
violation of social norms. This in turn reinforces, incorrectly, the notion
that the adolescent in such an episode really was harmed psychologically or
emotionally. This adolescent is then perceived to be a victim and treated as a
victim, which can become a self-fulfilling prophesy in that he will become the
victim he is supposed to be.

The reality of labeling effects has been well established in psychology and
sociology. The history of sexual attitudes provides numerous examples.
Masturbation was formerly labeled "self-abuse" after the 18th century Swiss
physician Tissot transformed it from a moral to a medical problem. From the
mid-1700s until the early 1900s, the medical profession was dominated by
physicians who believed that masturbation caused a host of maladies ranging
from acne to death. So destructive was masturbation seen to be in America in
the 1800s that inventors created cages with locks and keys to keep children's
hands away from their genitals, boys underwent circumcision on a wide scale so
that they would not have to wash under their foreskin and thereby potentially
'abuse' themselves, and physicians such as J. H. Kellogg created products such
as Kellogg's Cornflakes to prevent boys from engaging in 'self-abuse.'
Countless people suffered pangs of guilt for having indulged and were
mortified at the possibility of developing a disease or a disorder as a
result. For example, the famous sex researcher Havelock Ellis recounted the
case of a respectable married woman who was involved in a social purity
movement. When reading a booklet that described masturbation, she became aware
that she had been unwittingly engaging in this behavior. As Ellis noted, 'The
profound anguish and hopeless despair of this woman in the face of what she
believed to be the moral ruin of her whole life cannot be well described.'

Sex researcher Alfred Kinsey complained a half century ago that the scientific
classifications of sexual behavior in his day were based on theology, not
biology. In 1952 in the first edition of the American Psychiatric
Association's Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders -- also
known as DSM -- sexual behaviors such as masturbation, homosexuality, fellatio,
cunnilingus, and sexual promiscuity were codified as pathological -- as forms of
mental illness. Countless homosexuals suffered because their desires were
labeled by the medical profession, and by the general public as well, as
perversions. Indeed, the history of sexual attitudes shows that labeling
sexual behaviors has generally been based on morality, not science, even when
it is scientists rather than lay persons who are using the labels, and that
labeling can have negative consequences.

In science, abuse implies that harm is likely to result from a behavior. The
results for male college students who had experiences defined as CSA highlight
the questionable validity of the construct child sexual abuse as defined and
used in the professional literature. For these male subjects, 37% viewed their
CSA experiences as positive at the time they occurred. In the two studies that
inquired about positive self-perceived effects, 24% to 37% viewed their CSA
experiences as having a positive influence on their current sex lives.
Importantly, males who participated willingly in their CSA episodes were as
well adjusted psychologically as control subjects. The positive reports of
reactions and effects, along with normal adjustment for willing participants,
are scientifically inconsistent with classifying these male students as having
been abused. Their experiences were not associated with harm, and there
appears to be no scientific reason to expect such an association. On the other
hand, a minority of males did report negative reactions and negative self-
perceived effects; moreover, unwanted CSA was associated with adjustment
problems for them. For these students, the term abuse seems much more
appropriate.

Some researchers have questioned their original definitions of sexual abuse
after assessing their results. For example, Fishman defined sexual abuse of
boys mostly on the basis of age discrepancies (that is, sex between a boy of
12 or less and someone at least 5 years older, or between a boy aged 13 to 16
with someone at least 10 years older), stating that age differences implied
sufficient discrepancy in developmental maturity and knowledge to indicate
victimization. He found that the males with CSA experiences in his study did
not differ from controls on measures of adjustment and that they reported a
wide range of reactions to their CSA experiences (mostly positive or neutral).
In-depth interviews confirmed and elaborated the quantitative findings,
leading Fishman to question his original assumptions. He noted that the men's
stories altered his universal beliefs about the impact of inappropriate sexual
experiences on children, and stated that "to impose a confining definition
onto someone's experience does nothing to alter the realities of that
experience for the person." Fishman concluded by arguing for the use of
language of a more neutral nature rather than labels such as abuse, victim,
and molestation--in short, for use of empirical and phenomenological criteria
in conceptualizing early sexual relations, rather than using legal or moral
criteria.

The foregoing discussion does not imply that the construct child sexual abuse
should be abandoned, but only that it should be used less indiscriminately in
order to achieve better scientific validity. Its use is more scientifically
valid when early sexual episodes are unwanted and experienced negatively -- a
combination commonly reported, for example, in father-daughter incest. In
general, findings from the review of college students suggest that sociolegal
definitions of CSA have more scientific validity in the case of female
children and adolescents than for male children and adolescents, given the
higher rate of unwanted negative experiences for females. Nevertheless,
because some women perceive their early experiences as positive, do not label
themselves as victims, and do not show evidence of psychological impairment,
it is important to be cautious in defining abuse for both males and females in
attempts to validly understand these sexual experiences.

 Nonclinical Samples on Boy-Adult Sex

Before we conducted the two quantitative literature reviews that we just
discussed, we conducted our own qualitative literature review. We gathered
together all the studies published on boys' sexual experiences with adults
based on nonclinical samples. The rationale for this research was twofold.
First, previous reviewers of the literature had generally either neglected
boys' sexual experiences with adults, focusing instead on those of girls, or
they had just assumed that boys' experiences were the same as girls. And
second, previous reviewers, when they did pay attention to boy-adult sexual
experiences, focused on clinical samples. These shortcomings indicated the
need to focus on boy-adult experiences, particularly in the nonclinical
population. We want to emphasize once again that, to reach a valid
understanding of this kind of sex, or any other kind for that matter, we
cannot rely on clinical samples because of a host of problems that we
discussed earlier in this presentation.

Altogether, we located 35 usable studies for analysis. Sixteen of them were
based on college samples and four were based on national samples. These
studies were also included in our two meta-analyses. The remaining 15 studies
used samples that were obtained in a variety of ways. A few were based on
community samples; others were based on responses to print advertisements;
still others were based on personal contacts or referrals; one was based on
responses to a computer bulletin board. These latter samples are what we call
"convenience samples" -- the researcher obtains whom he can through whatever
means are available to him. These samples cannot be considered to be
representative of the population, just as clinical samples cannot be.
Nevertheless, they offer yet another opportunity to examine boy-adult sexual
experiences apart from the traditional approach, which has been to focus on
the clinical population.

We have already exhaustively reviewed reactions and psychological correlates
from national and college samples in the meta-analyses. Here, let's move on
and talk about the results from the convenience samples. The study based on a
computer bulletin board revealed that 58% of males regarded their boy-adult
sexual experience to have been positive, while 27% regarded it as negative. In
a convenience sample from Knoxville, Tennessee, 36% of males regarded this
experience as positive, 24% neutral, and 40% as negative. Sixty-six percent
saw the experience as not having a negative effect on their current sex lives,
while 34% did see it as having a negative effect. Another study, consisting of
homosexual males recruited from sexually transmitted disease clinics, found
that 58% experienced their boy-adult sexual experiences as negative. In this
study, a large percent (50%) were forced in their encounter, which may account
for this higher than typical figure.

In these three studies, the first and third had higher and lower rates,
respectively, of positive encounters, while the second study had a profile
very similar to the college samples discussed earlier. Other convenience
samples have shown predominantly positive reactions. Sandfort in the
Netherlands found that 24 of the 25 boys he interviewed reported predominantly
positive emotions about the sexual aspects of their relationships with men.
Critics have tended to reject this study as invalid for a variety of reasons,
one being that the boys were recruited into the study by their adult partners
who may have had an agenda. Many of these critics have assumed the
relationships had to be negative, arguing that the boys were pressured to
provide positive reports. Our review of the college studies, as well as data
from the other convenience samples just presented, suggests clearly that a
sizable minority of boys do experience these contacts positively, which argues
for the validity of Sandford's findings. The unusually high percent of
positive reactions in his study probably has to do with the fact that these
sexual contacts occurred within the context of a friendship. Other convenience
samples on boys experiencing sex with adults in friendship relationships have
yielded generally the same results. One such study was reported in England by
Father Ingram; another was reported in the U.S. by the psychologist Tindall.

Child abuse researchers often provide anecdotes from case studies to vividly
illustrate the "horrors of child-adult sex". For example, in the case of boys,
Finkelhor in his 1979 report of his study based on a college sample noted that
38% of his boys reacted negatively, meaning that the majority, 62%, reacted
positively or neutrally. Parenthetically, for experiences occurring between
ages 12 and 15, Finkelhor only inquired about unwanted episodes, which
undoubtedly inflated the percent of negative experiences. Finkelhor gave us no
insight into the nonnegative cases, but did provide several examples of
negative experiences. In one, the interviewer asked a male student to compare
his boy-adult encounter with other life experiences. The student remarked:
"Much more traumatic at the time. Very anxiety-producing. Probably there
wasn't anything in my life as anxiety-producing." The interviewer then asked
if this was the biggest trauma of his life. The student answered:

 Oh, without a doubt. Mostly because I went through like two months of
 avoidance. I was very conscious of where I was, who I was with, and was the
 group large enough so he couldn't single me out, and, you know, it was pretty
 terrifying. "Can I go outside? Is it safe to go outside?" Nothing really as
 traumatic as that.

This anecdote vividly conveys what most child abuse researchers believe is a
boy's typical reaction. But the numbers, even in Finkelhor's own study, show
that this is not the typical reaction. In fact, there is a range of reactions.
It is important to present anecdotes that represent the other types of
reactions as well to get a full picture of boy-adult experiences.
Unfortunately, child abuse researchers seldom, if ever, provide us with
neutral or positive anecdotes. The effect is that the noncritical reader may
see that a majority reacts nonnegatively, but the vividness of the negative
example sticks in their memory, biasing their perception of these
relationships. In psychology, this biasing influence is a well established
phenomenon and is referred to as the vividness effect. The vividness of this
memory in turn creates an illusory correlation, which means, in the present
case, an exaggerated impression of the association between boy-adult sex and
harm. To provide balance, we will now present a positive anecdote that comes
from the nonclinical literature to give a fuller picture of how boys may
react. This example comes from Tindall in 1978, who gathered 200 case studies
of boy-man relations based on his interviews as a school psychologist over
many decades of work. Tindall also followed up on many of these cases well
into the boys' adulthood.

Denver was referred at age 13 for taking part in vandalism directed toward a
junior high school followed by running away from home. He was of high average
ability and reading at grade level. He was quite interested in machinery and
mechanics.

Denver reached pubescence by age 14. He was introduced to mutual masturbation
at age 13 by peers, some of whom were more developed sexually. During his 14th
year he began spending his spare time around a service station, where he
became acquainted with a master mechanic who was then in his early 40s,
married and childless. The mechanic and Denver began engaging in recreational
pursuits together. On a fishing trip, during a break on an island, they began
talking about sex, which led to Denver's being fellated by the mechanic and to
masturbation of the mechanic by Denver. For the next 5 years mutual fellatio
occurred two or three times per week. Sexual activity with the mechanic ceased
at about age 19, but a close relationship continued to exist until the
mechanic's death.

Denver is now 44 years of age. He was married and fathered two sons. He and
his first wife were divorced and he raised his boys. One boy went to college
and the other boy to a technical school. Denver remarried and has been a
valued mechanic with the same company for 20 years. He has a supervisory
position and believes that his relationship with his mechanic friend helped
him reach his goals. He says he would have approved a similar relationship for
either of his sons, had he become aware of such a situation. He reports no
desire to have sex with males since approximately age 20.

This anecdote stands in sharp contrast to that of Finkelhor's. It shows a
willing, long-lasting sexual relationship that was part of a friendship.
Rather than fearing the man, as in Finkelhor's anecdote, the boy in this case
study thrived on the relationship. He modeled after the man, and successfully
moved into his profession. The anecdote also shows that the boy was delinquent
before meeting the man. This fits with our previous remarks that family
environment, which contributes to delinquency, predisposes young persons to a
host of counternormative activities, such as sex with adults.

Both of these anecdotes represent real experiences. Some boys react with fear,
as in the first case. Others react with pleasure, as in the second. Many other
examples of the second type could be presented coming from the other
convenience samples included in our review. What is problematic is that child
abuse researchers, the media, and the lay public seem to be willing to
acknowledge the validity only of the former type--the negative case study.
They may think this way because they feel that positive examples are so rare
that either they are not genuine or, if there is some truth to them, then they
can be summarily dismissed as irrelevant. But our data from a large number of
samples demonstrate that positive occurrences are just as frequent as negative
ones, and so both types should be acknowledged. To do otherwise is a
distortion of reality. Having acknowledged that both positive and negative
relations occur, the question shifts to what makes one relationship positive
and the other negative.

In 1981 Constantine presented a useful model to account for these positive and
negative reactions. This model holds that two key elements are critical. First
is the child's or adolescent's perceived willingness in the sexual encounter.
Perceived willingness means freedom to participate or to say no. Constantine
concluded from his own review of the literature available at that time that
this perception of willingness to participate was strongly tied to reactions:
positive reactions were associated with willing encounters, negative reactions
followed being forced or coerced or tricked into sex. Second is the young
person's knowledge about sex. Complete ignorance could lead to anxiety during
or after the episode; also, having absorbed the "conventional moral negatives"
about sex -- that is, that it is bad or dirty -- could also lead to guilt or 
shame and other negative reactions. The results of our review of boy-adult 
sex based on the nonclinical literature are consistent with this model. Force 
and coercion in the studies we reviewed were invariably associated with 
negative reactions, but willing participation was not. Ignorance and a sense 
of shame about sex were also associated with negative reactions; but knowing 
about sex and not feeling ashamed about it were not.

 (Insert Tables 13 and 14)

This issue of consent -- by which we mean willingness to participate as opposed
to informed consent -- is important for understanding the sex differences in
reactions we have described. Child abuse researchers often insist that consent
is not a possibility and therefore ignore this variable. But their insistence
is based on sociolegal definitions and on a focus on "informed consent," which
is different. It is simple consent -- the ability to say yes or no -- that
reliably predicts reactions, and so this is the variable that scientists
should be focusing on. Before the child abuse industry developed, some
researchers, however, did consider the different gradations of simple consent.
In Table 13 we see the results from a large scale study performed by the
Kinsey Institute in the early 1960s. Based on court records, the researchers
classified level of consent by boys and girls in sexual encounters with men as
either encouraging, passive, or resistant. As you can see, there is a big sex
difference for children under 12: a small majority (52%) of boys were
encouraging, while very few girls (13%) were. On the other hand, twice as many
girls resisted (80% vs. 40%). For minors (aged 12 to 15), a majority of male
and female adolescents were encouraging (70%), but again twice as many females
resisted as males (30% vs. 16%). These numbers from this legal sample are
consistent with the greater willingness of boys to participate and their
generally more neutral or positive reactions that have been repeatedly
presented in the nonclinical literature.

 Conclusion

The current president of the American Psychological Association, Martin
Seligman, wrote of his positive experiences at age 9 in the 1950s with a
newspaper man he met each day on the way to school. The contact that occurred
between them, as Seligman noted, would today be labeled child sexual abuse.
But, for him, it was not abuse. This was the first adult who took him
seriously, who was willing to discuss the issues of the world with him (gotten
from the newspapers he was selling). Seligman reflected that, had authorities
intervened and questioned him about the man, had his parents overreacted, had
they forced him to see a therapist who insisted to him that he was a victim,
then the whole experience would have become quite negative, when in fact it
remains positive for him to this day. In one of his recent books, Seligman
reviewed some of the research on the correlates of CSA and concluded, as we
have, that mental health researchers have vastly overstated the harmful
potential of CSA. He commented that "it is time to turn down the volume" on
this issue that has risen to histrionic proportions. He further noted that
children who are really maltreated and who suffer should be seen as victims
and need to be helped. But to impose victimhood on those who don't feel
victimized is to risk iatrogenic victimization--that is, causing symptoms in
them that the actual sexual events did not cause.

We concur completely with Seligman's observations. The results of our reviews
clearly show that the assumptions of most mental health professionals,
legislators, law enforcement personnel, media workers, and the lay public that
sexual relations defined as CSA cause intense harm pervasively for both boys
and girls are vastly exaggerated. This exaggeration has been part and parcel
of a new kind of black and white thinking that disallows shades of gray to
enter. This thinking, in turn, potentiates hysterical reactions, which have
been all too common in America, starting in the 1980s. One striking example
involves the satanic sex abuse hoax in child day care centers that spread
across the U.S. 15 years ago. To understand the implications of a sex abuse
hysteria based on vastly exaggerated beliefs about CSA, let's consider some
examples.

In 1983 in Manhattan Beach, California, the mother of a two-year-old boy
claimed that her son was sexually abused at the McMartin Preschool by Ray
Buckey, a staff member and grandson of the owner. Over the span of the next
few months, her accusations became increasingly bizarre. She claimed her son
was flown in a plane to another city where there was a goatman. There, Ray
Buckey flew in the air; his mother was dressed up as a witch and gave the two-
year-old an enema. Staples were put into the two-year-old's ears, nipples, and
tongue. Scissors were put into his eyes. Animals were chopped up; a baby's
head was cut off, and the two-year-old had to drink the baby's blood. The two
year old's mother was delusional, but police and therapists showed little or
no skepticism. Instead, they vigorously investigated whether other children
were involved. Parents, frightened into suspecting that their children were
also victims, questioned them repeatedly. Police and social workers
interviewed 400 current or former McMartin children. All children denied any
type of abuse initially. But the social workers pressed on until they got
accusations from most of these children, which included wild stories of
abduction by hooded figures, ritual mutilation of animals and babies, and
sexual orgies in tunnels under the McMartin building. To evoke these
accusations, the social workers made extensive use of disinformation,
coercion, bribery, and modeling, among other techniques. For examples of these
techniques, and for powerful experimental evidence of their effectiveness in
producing false memories, we refer you to a 1998 article by Garven and
colleagues in the Journal of Applied Psychology (Vol. 83, 347-359). In the
end, after two trials that lasted seven years and cost about 20 million
dollars, making them America's longest and most expensive criminal trials in
history, no convictions resulted. Nevertheless, Ray Buckey had to spend five
years in jail before winning his freedom.

Consider these additional examples. In 1985 in New Jersey, Kelley Michaels was
accused of assaulting her preschoolers with peanut butter, swords, bloodied
tampons, urine, feces, and death threats. She was said to have committed these
crimes against dozens of children daily, for seven months in a crowded
facility without any adults seeing her and without leaving any physical
evidence. The jury believed the charges; she was convicted and sentenced to
nearly 50 years in prison. After spending five years in prison, her conviction
was overturned. Dale Akiki, a former San Diego Sunday-school teacher, was
accused by young pupils of sacrificing rabbits, killing an elephant and a
giraffe, sodomizing the children with a curling iron, putting them in a shower
and altering the water between hot and cold until they vomited, sticking their
heads in toilets, forcing them to ingest feces and urine, and killing a baby
and making them drink its blood. As with Kelley Michaels, all this was
supposed to have happened while other adults were nearby who noticed nothing.
And, as with Kelley Michaels, not a scintilla of physical evidence was
recovered. Yet, prosecutors put him on trial, with a conviction meaning a life
sentence. He was fortunate -- he was acquitted after spending only two and a
half years in jail. Robert Kelly, co-owner of the Little Rascals Day Care
Center in North Carolina was prosecuted on similar charges in that state's
longest and most expensive criminal trial in history; he was convicted and
sentenced to 12 consecutive life terms in prison. His conviction was
overturned after he had spent five years in jail.

Let's consider this one last example, certainly relevant to a Dutch audience
such as yourselves. One day in 1989, as he was preparing to go to work dressed
up in his Burger King uniform, Bobby Fijnje -- a Dutch citizen -- was 
arrested at his home in southern Florida, accused of molesting and abusing in 
Satanic rituals young children for whom he baby-sat. What makes this case 
remarkable is that Bobby was only 14-years-old at the time--and a youngish 
14-year-old at that, as revealed in photos of him at that age. In other words, 
Bobby was just a boy. Despite this, the police, the media, and prosecutors 
showed him no mercy. As Bobby later recounted, his arresting officer, Detective 
Martinez, told him as he was being escorted to the squad car, "Before I knew 
you, I knew you were guilty. But now that I see you, I definitely know that 
you're guilty." The media barrage attacking Bobby was unceasing. Soon the media 
were telling viewers that Bobby's parents were members of an international
pornography ring and that Bobby had been leading children in ghastly rituals,
which involved cooking and devouring a baby. Prosecutors charged him as an
adult, meaning that if he were convicted on just one of the seven charges
against him, he would be sentenced to life in a maximum security prison, never
eligible for parole. During the trial, prosecutors tried their best to make a
monster of the boy. Their dogged determination to ensure that this boy would
die of old age in prison is amply shown by the fact that they spent 3 million
dollars on this trial, making it Florida's most expensive criminal trial ever.

In the end, after spending nearly two years in jail, and after enduring a
trial that lasted 3 months, Bobby was acquitted of all charges. Crucial to
this outcome was the testimony of Dr. Stephen Ceci, a Cornell University
developmental psychologist, who did ground-breaking research demonstrating how
overzealous questioners can implant false memories in children, thereby
eliciting false accusations of abuse. His research since has formed the basis
for reversing numerous child abuse convictions involving daycare workers
around the U.S.

Responsible for this merciless assault on Bobby was Janet Reno, the chief
prosecutor in southern Florida then. She was a self-styled crusader for
children, who was especially concerned to prosecute sex abuse cases, believing
sex abuse to be the ultimate evil and believing that children never lie about
sex abuse. Her "Miami method," as it came to be called and emulated by
prosecutors around the country, involved the kind of aggressive interviewing
used in the McMartin case. Reno's method, however, was more apt to plant
"ominous seeds in the minds of children," as a recent New York Times article
was entitled, than to elicit veridical memories.

Reno personally oversaw Bobby Fijnje's prosecution. When the jury reached a
verdict, Bobby had to wait a nerve-racking two and a half hours to hear it so
that Reno could be present in the courtroom, presumably to take the credit for
his conviction. Thanks to Ceci's testimony showing how the "child abuse
experts" had corrupted the children's testimonies, Reno's trip to the
courthouse that day was wasted. In a recent interview with Bobby (who is now
in his 20s) shown on American television in October this year, Bobby was asked
what he would say to Reno today, if he had the chance to speak with her. His
answer was:

Why did you spend so much money trying to convict a 14-year-old kid? Why even
try to place a kid who's 14 in a maximum security prison? Why would you even
think of doing something like that, if you're a crusader for children?

Reno has never apologized for this aggressive prosecution, or even
acknowledged that it was improper in any way. Her reward for her inquisitorial
zeal was to become U.S. Attorney General, the highest ranking law enforcement
official in America. One month after taking this office in 1993, Reno ordered
a tank and tear gas attack on a religious cult near Waco, Texas, after hearing
from the FBI that sex between adults and under-aged girls was occurring. All
these girls, as well as all the other cult members, died in this attack. In
the end, by the way, it turned out that these FBI reports of abuse were
unfounded. Reno's zeal to "save" the children yet again produced disaster.

These cases of daycare madness are just a few among many more such cases that
spread throughout the U.S. in the 1980s and eventually spread to other parts
of the world, including Holland. This madness centered on the vastly
exaggerated view that CSA is so destructive that caution need not apply in
rooting out this "evil." This hysteria was not confined to day care centers;
in the later 1980s the recovered memory movement gained strength, based on the
belief that CSA is so traumatic that children repress these memories in order
to cope. Many therapists began probing aggressively into their patients'
childhood, searching for hidden memories of CSA, that they believed were the
cause of all their patients' psychological problems. Using the same coercive
techniques used in the day care center investigations, these therapists
implanted false memories in many a vulnerable patient. Adult patients then
turned around and accused and then often sued their parents, ripping families
apart. As it turns out, there is no science behind the recovered memory idea,
just passion driven by exaggerated beliefs about CSA.

From a psychological perspective, it is documented that children in the day
care centers in whom false memories of being raped in tunnels and sodomized by
curling irons were implanted developed various pathological symptoms in the
clinical range after, not before, the interrogations by the child protection
workers began. It is also well documented that many a patient in recovered
memory therapy got worse, not better, after this treatment began. These
pathological responses in the interrogated children and the patients in
treatment clearly reflect the effects of the intervention. What makes matters
even worse is that researchers in the child abuse industry have seized upon
these newly developed symptoms as further evidence for the pathogenicity of
CSA.

In closing, we want to emphasize that our presentation should not be taken to
advocate behaviors labeled as CSA. But we also want to emphasize that
exaggeration of the nature of CSA is unacceptable, because it can and has
substantially aggravated the problem. It is imperative that social discourse
on behaviors labeled CSA be rationally based, rather than emotionally driven.
Otherwise, problems of the types just discussed may continue to occur. As the
social critic Goya observed in one of his sketches, 'El sueno de la razon
produce monstruos,' or, 'The sleep of reason produces monsters.'

----------------------------------------------------------------------


----------------------------------------------------------------------

Note: (added by Ianthe)

There will be a new conference on the subject, probably in
April 1999, organised by a Sexological Institute in Utrecht.

----------------------------------------------------------------------



Further reading (added by Ianthe):
 
 Rind, Bruce, Bauserman, Robert, and Tromovitch, Philip (1998). 
 _A Meta-Analytic Examination of Assumed Properties of Child 
 Sexual Abuse Using College Samples._
 Psychological Bulletin, Vol. 124, No. 1, pp. 22-53. 
 (201 references at the end)

 Philip Tromovitch, Bruce Rind & Robert Bauserman (1997).
 _Adult Correlates of Child Sexual Abuse: A meta-analytic 
 review of college student and national probability samples_
 SSSS-ER, April 18, 1997.

 There are other published papers, but I don't have the refs
 to hand at the moment.

----------------------------------------------------------------------
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    [ In case you get a hankering for ASGL-L postings over Xmas,
      you might want to delve into the arhives, which are at...

      http://208.232.135.168/asgl/archive.html  ]



'Freddy' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi. 

I imagine this will be my last post. Before
Christmas and New Year that is! So I hope you
all have a good time. 

Thanks Ianthe for the info, I'll read it soon! 

Surgeboy - GELF sounds ok, but isn't there some
sort of fairy creature with that name, or 
was it something on Red Dwarf? But I like the idea
behind it - girl lover first.

I have to agree with Aladdin Truelove. Who needs
sex. A snuggle with a little girl lasts 
much longer!

Desire - your observations are no doubt correct.
And I wasn't suggesting that there was 
anything to be suspsciuos about. However, even
when there is nothing, people can be 
quick to concoct something. I was basically just
making a general observation, based on 
your landlady. But your comments about
grandparents are interesting and certainly I have 
observed that aspect in them when playing with
their offsprings children. I suppose 
uncles and aunties are similiar. 

Ach well, that's enough rambling for now. In case
anyone cares, I decided to send Lizzie 
a Christmas card. I'll wait and see if there is
any response.

Aw ra best!

'Freddy'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Simhe' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

'Desire' wrote:
>Hmmm... I'm the other way around - I prefer to have the parents know
>it that I'm playing with their children.

Same here!  In fact, I find that when the parents are watching I feel as 
though I can do so much more with the children than if they are not.
That's why I think it's so important to have a solid relationship with the
parents of the girl you are interested in.  It's a very difficult thing, to stay
and 'chat' with adults when the children are calling you to play, but in 
the long run it's worth it - I think.

I just received my copy of "Leon - Director's Cut", which has a fair bit
more footage than the regular release.  The flow of the movie is much 
smoother too.  The LD is from Japan, so it's got Japanese subtitles, 
but they're not too intrusive.

My comment about Hamilton : I bought 'Age of Innocence' before I had 
access to pictures on the net, and at that stage had not really seen any
pictures of naked young girls at all, so I thought it was pretty good.  But
these days, and tens of thousands of pictures later, I find Hamilton's work
to have fallen somewhat behind in my list of favourite photography.  Now,
I know that as a photographer he is far superior to me, but I think his work
sucks :-)  The girls are way too old, for starters, and the style is pretty
irritating too.  I also think his movies reflect his personality like a 
highly polished mirror, and I laugh almost embarassedly when I think of 
what a total w*nker he is, or appears to be.  Marks out of 10? Not many.

Another thing - There was a full page article in the Australian a couple of 
weeks ago entitled "Inside the Dark Web - A child pornography ring has
been smashed using the online technology on which it fed."  Anyway, it
was about the fall of w0nderland, which I guess is old news, but it 
mentioned that four people involved actually committed suicide!  
This really shocked and sadened me.  Does anyone here know the nicks
of those people?  

That's another thing that annoys me - how no one here seems to want 
to acknowledge this event at all.  On the contrary, everyone wants 
to distance themselves from it.  This is understandable, I suppose, 
considering the legal implications, but contrary to what someone here 
said, which was that these people were child-porn producing child abusers 
and deserved what they got - what balls!  The constituency was roughly the 
kind of people you find here.  Because of this incident I lost contact 
with many friends and it is a real load of crap.

Sorry for sounding a little negative :)

Ever forward!

'Sihme'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>Their knowing is also, and even more importantly,
>a threat to my little Rachel's happiness, and I value that even
>above my own life, and I will do whatever I must to protect it.

I have seen this used as an excuse to not even pursue
a relationship at all. However, I can not ignore the ones
that I love so dearly. How do you protect her?

--

The 'precious lesbian lover of my wife' said":

First, some background.

I have talked to this woman for several months and she is the first
person I have met that has had positive recollections of childhood
sexual experiences.

I have read numerous studies but it is great to be able to talk
to somebody who has actually 'been there' and confirms my
every suspicion and hope.

She is addressing me:

>What I see is you "pining" which in my dictionary means that you are
>living on the memories of something that you have enjoyed in your
>past. Something that you wish that you could have again today. That is
>all that I was trying to say to you. Sorry that it's no big major mind
>fuck,,,,but shoot dude, after talking with you in depth,as we
>have,,,that is all that you have to live with. You told me that you
>have not had any experiences,even though, you wish you had,,,you
>havent any, just the memories of what you actually do have. I know
>that others frown about what you are feeling.I know that they see it
>as wrong, but you, and I, dont,,I know deep inside that you are not
>out to hurt anyone. You just want to be able to feel the love,and give
>and receive it. I think I understand this whole concept now, maybe our
>talk last night helped me with this whole thing. I love you
>[Sanc] ,,you are a good and wonderful person...dont let ANYONE change
>you, or try to "Take" that from you.....
>All I ask is this,,,"be wise in your choices of what and who you
>presue,and with that, you will be fine"....

Isn't that just so precious and insightful? It is good to have a
friend but I still pine...

--

There was an unusual atmospheric event here last night. It 
hasn't happened in 35 years but last night it did. My 
daughter was across the street at a friend's birthday party 
and I went over to tell them it was happening. We all went
outside. The interesting part is that these are some of the 
girls who were friends with those girls who spread the 
vicious rumors about me. We had fun last night, though, so 
maybe there is hope that they will see me in a better light.

'Sanctuary'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Re: David Hamilton etc.

Just to clarify a few points, following 'n.s.aristof's observations.
When I talk about "competition" I'm thinking about *all* the 
imagery of young girls which is available on the net.  This 
includes loads of pictures posted by amateurs, or scanned from legal 
advertising material.

People like 'shadetree' in abpfy take very nice photographs and 
obviously spend a lot of time scanning and posting, asking for not
very much in return.  I am very grateful for people like this - 
I know I certainly don't have the time or the largesse to be so 
generous.

As for images scanned and posted from photo books such as Hamilton's
or Stanaman's - I have said - and I repeat - that I don't approve
of this.  Photographers and artists deserve to be recompensed for
their efforts.  Piracy is wrong.  I can't be more unambiguous than this.

The competition I'm referring to is that from people who post their 
own work without asking for anything in return.  This is one *possible* 
reason why Hamilton is selling fewer books.

I have bought Hamilton books, Stanaman's book, and a load of other 
books besides, regardless of whether their stuff is posted on the 
net or not.  To me there is simply no comparison between the printed 
page and my computer screen.  I acknowledge that some people are 
less inclined to do this, particularly those who're short on funds 
or who wouldn't know, for example, where to go to buy certain books. 
(Although if they're on the net, it isn't all that difficult).  
I don't apologise for these people.

--

It would be nice if there was a little differentiation between people 
on ASGL-L and their arguments.  It's easy to call someone an idiot; more 
difficult to offer a counter argument.  I think we ought to be debating 
positions here, rather than each other personally. (And that's my 
position).  My comments about Hamilton may have been a little intemperate, 
and for this I apologise - but as far as I know he wasn't a direct 
recipient of such intemperance.

--

I wish all those who celebrate it a Merry Christmas, and loads of 
festive cheer.

Regards,

'Cipolin'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'sasami-jurai' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello everyone, my first post... hope I'm not missing
anything important.

> '?' wrote:
>
> On a lighter note, are there any GL's who enjoy > Japanese anime?

Wow, I thought I was alone here... the LG's in Japanese
anime have got to be the cutest. My favorites has to be
Sasami from Tenchi Muyo... she is *soooo* cute; don't
get me started on a rant here. =)

To '?' (whoever you are)... do you watch certain animes
for the LGs in them? I know I do.

'sasami-jurai'
"if you were a sea gull flying over the ocean,
i would be a fish longing for your kiss under the water."
---------------------------------------------------------------------


'Sunstorm' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>'Sunstorm' wrote:
>
>> It isn't necessary to be loved by the masses. It is
>>only necessary to be loved by one special little girl, and the rest
>>of the world falls away meaninglessly.

>Unfortunately, we cannot just ignore the world around us.

I am not suggesting we ignore the world. I am suggesting that this love
puts the world and it's problems in perspective; that issues that would
normally seem important fall away in the sunstorm (if you will :-)) of a
little girl's love.  The "falling away" of the world is a metaphor.

>>It isn't necessary to be loved by the masses.
>>I couldn't care less what they think.

>I don't care whether or not "the masses" love me, or even know
>that I am, but I do care whether they know about my paedophilia,
>because their knowing is a threat to my existence, and I value
>my existence.

When I say I don't care what they think,  it doesn't mean that I wave my
lg's panties in society's face and tell them to "stick it" if they don't
like it... It means that although I am fully aware of the power society has
over me and the harm they can do me (I have experienced this first-hand),
I _still_ reject them and their twisted thinking. It means that in the
quiet of my own heart, I am not interested in their theories, opinions,
concerns.  I "care" in so far as I must to function in the world. (I am
outwardly compliant, but inwardly defiant). In the final analysis however,
the only thing I "care" about after the dross is burned away is the love I
share with my little one.  I am sure you would agree with these sentiments.

'Sunstorm'
---------------------------------------------------------------------


'Galahad' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

I have enjoyed the posts and articles contained in the ASGL.  I am a
girl lover myself and I agree with my fellows on this mailing-list; we are
not monsters or rapists.  Because I live in the U.S. it would be suicidal
if not criminally stupid to actively attempt to have a close relationship
with a girl who is not a blood relative.  Ate there countries where the 
culture is less hostile to girl lovers?

I am sure that I speak for all girl lovers when I say that girl lovers 
have long been treated as pariah and shunned by many Western cultures.  
Those girl lovers who have attempted to express their love for girls 
are driven from society ruined financially and criminally prosecuted.

It is also all too evident that not only the girl lovers life is 
destroyed by incessant persecutions, but also the girls in question 
are made to believe that loving an adult is wrong and sinful.  Girls 
are further instilled with the doctrine that their bodies are sinful 
and that any intimate loving is evil and that they in turn must be 
evil.  

Perhaps some day in the future these sexual witch hunts will end and 
a more sane view of loving and sex in general will prevail.

I thank you for your patience

'Galahad'
---------------------------------------------------------------------




'Heather' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

'Steve' wrote:
> Can somebody please tell me what does the 'age of consent' mean.

It means different things in different places - that's probably why
you're confused. The lists that appear on the Web, interesting though
they are, aren't of much practical use, because states and provinces and
countries generally have several laws affecting adult-child sexual
contact - there may be one law for intercourse and another law for oral
sex and another law for "lascivious acts" (very broad in its
application) and yet another law (this is the trickiest one) that
forbids *any* type of sexual contact between a minor and a "person in
authority" - and in some places a "person in authority" is defined as
broadly as someone who babysits. So basically, if the legal authorities
are intent on pressing a case, they can find a law somewhere that will
allow them to do so, no matter what the age-of-consent is in that
particular jurisdiction.

   [ Interestingly, it was recently mentioned that marriage would
     be a legitimate defence against new laws in the UK which 
     will criminalise relationships between college teachers
     and 16<->18 year old students ( the UK AOC is 16 for 
     heterosexuals, 18 for homosexuals, and 16 year olds can
     marry).  ]

The only exception I know of is the famous (or infamous, depending on
where you hear about it) Netherlands law that forbids the police from
prosecuting in cases involving children between the ages of twelve and
fifteen, unless the child or parent or child protection service brings
the charge. This law wasn't set up to allow such sexual relationships to
take place; it was only meant to prevent the worst-case scenario of
older children being forced to go through the horrors of the judicial
system. My understanding (from a post from a Dutch boylover) is that
this law is presently under attack and may be changed.

--

'Annabel Lee' wrote:
> Is anybody here interested in religion?

Well, a tad bit. :) As proof, here's the URL to my new site:

Unconditional Love: Religious Resources for Adults Who Are 
Attracted to Minors   http://www.greenbelt.com/news/ul

I'm afraid that there are precious few GL links on it at the moment, 
but I hope that the site will expand as time goes on. Any comments or
suggestions you have would be much appreciated (but be sure to read 
the "Selection of Links" section at the bottom of the home page).

'Heather'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Xalex'
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
> In my experience, organized religions and churches are nothing more than a
> tool used by the few to control the thoughts and actions of the many.

I know Ianthe is not in favour of religious discussion here, but I couldn't
resist responding to this one by some citations from Friedrich Nietzsche and one
from Jules Renard. So here they are:

1) Christians call it faith ... I call it the herd ...

2) One is not converted to Christianity; one must be morbid enough for it.

3) Belief means not wanting to know what is true.

4) I don't know if god exists, but it would be better for his reputation
   if he didn't.

Merry Christmas everyone :)

'Xalex'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Spelvin' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

In the last issue, Ianthe asked me to post the FAQ for my pedophilia 
mailing list.  The list is posted on the Onelist Website as being 
available "for adults who have unhealthy feelings toward children and 
wish to overcome those feelings through self-analysis."  I would be 
willing to accept members who do not agree that sexual feelings toward 
children are "unhealthy," provided that those members are sincerely 
interested in self-analysis.

Every message posted to the list comes to me first, so there is no 
danger of the list receiving a message which I disapprove of.  There is 
no official FAQ, but I should be easy to get along with if a list member 
follows these few simple rules:

-- Relevant messages only. No spam messages.

-- No childish flame wars.

-- No erotic messages. 
   To join the list:

1. Log into http://www.onelist.com

2. Click on "Find a List"

3. Enter "pedophilia" as a search word and click on "Enter"

4. Click on the entry entitled "pedophilia"

--------------------------------------------------------------------




Ianthe's version of...
--------------------------------------------------------------------


                     The Twelve Days of Christmas 

              On the first day of Christmas, my true love sent to me 
                        A pre-teen in a Wal Mart. 

             On the second day of Christmas, my true love sent to me 
                            Two little loves 
                      and a pre-teen in a Wal Mart. 

              On the third day of Christmas, my true love sent to me 
                    Three French girls, Two little loves
                      And a pre-teen in a Wal mart. 

               On the fourth day of Christmas, my true love sent to me 
                Four calling girl-scouts, three French girls, Two little loves
                      And a pre-teen in a Wal Mart. 

                On the fifth day of Christmas, my true love sent to me 
                          Five golden curls. 
                Four calling girl-scouts, three French girls, Two little loves
                     And a pre-teen in a Wal Mart. 

                On the sixth day of Christmas, my true love gave to me 
                            Six girls a-horney, 
                            Five golden curls. 
                Four calling girl-scouts, three French girls, Two little loves
                        And a pre-teen in a Wal Mart. 

               On the seventh day of Christmas, my true love gave to me 
                   Seven sweeties a-swimming, Six girls a-horney, 
                            Five golden curls. 
                Four calling girl-scouts, three French girls, Two little loves
                        And a pre-teen in a Wal Mart. 

               On the eighth day of Christmas, my true love gave to me 
            Eight maids a-smiling, Seven sweeties a-swimming, Six girls 
                              a-horney, Five golden curls. 
                Four calling girl-scouts, three French girls, Two little loves
                        And a pre-teen in a Wal Mart. 

                On the ninth day of Christmas, my true love gave to me 
          Nine daughters dancing, Eight maids a-smiling, Seven 
                        sweeties a-swimming, six
                             girls a-horney, 
                            Five golden curls. 
                Four calling girl-scouts, three French girls, Two little loves
                        And a pre-teen in a Wal Mart. 

                On the tenth day of Christmas, my true love gave to me 
         Ten pedophiles a-loving, Nine daughters dancing, 
                    Eight maids a-smiling, seven sweeties
                       a-swimming, Six girls a-horney, 
                            Five golden curls. 
                Four calling birds, three French girls, Two little loves
                        And a pre-teen in a Wal Mart. 

              On the eleventh day of Christmas, my true love gave to me 
          Eleven kids a-kissing, Ten pedophiles a-loving, Nine daughters
dancing,
            Eight maids a-smiling, Seven sweeties a-swimming, Six girls
a-horney, 
                            Five golden curls. 
          Four calling girl-scouts, three French girls, Two little loves
                       And a pre-teen in a Wal Mart

               On the twelfth day of Christmas, my true love gave to me 
                        Twelve twelve-year-olds tumbling, 
                     eleven kids a-kissing, Ten pedophiles a-loving, 
                    Nine daughters dancing, Eight maids a-smiling, 
                   Seven sweeties a-swimming, Six girls a-horney, 
                            Five golden curls. 
                            Four calling girl-scouts, 
                            three French girls, 
                             Two little loves
                        And a pre-teen in a Wal Mart. 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------




Advert:
============================================
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'The Courier' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

For those of you who live in Michigan, may I say you are most lucky.
For the holidays I was recently visiting the area, and went to the 
Detroit Institute of Arts, a fabulous museum for being in such a
crumbling city.  Within minutes, in the European Art section I spotted 
an absolutely beautiful painting: "The Nut Gatherers," an oil by 
William Adolphe Bouguereau (sp?), painted in 1882.  It depicts two 
little girls (8 or 9) laying down in a hidden spots in the woods, 
their features elegantly detailed in every way... words aren't going 
to work :-)  Go see it yourselves.

  [ http://www.borghi.org/wab-cd01.htm ]

Anyway, I just had to buy a print (my first GL art!), and as soon
as I get home it shall start to hang in my room.

Besides being a great place for art of good taste, the museum had a
disproportionate number of little girls running around!  Who would
think a museum would have such a number on weekday? It was a great
break from university, where the number of LG's is so little.

As GL's security is of upmost importance (I sit here, at a
relative's, ready to minimize the screen at any second), I thought
some updates in software might be needed.  PGP 6 came out recently,
and is worth the upgrade, to either the private or corporate (which
can generate RSA keys) edition.  

Best wishes to all of you, good luck with life,

'The Courier'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

[ ftp://ftp.replay.com/pub/crypto/pgp/pgp60/

  PGP 6.0 for Business - full-version, full-strength,
  not-for-export (but someone did).  Get the 12
  megabyte pgp60_bs.exe from anywhere in the world. 
  Free, and it doesn't seem to need a serial # :) RePlay
  now also have the USA PGP 6 Personal Edition, but I
  would recommend the Business edition as it now handles
  older RSA keys.  I recently saw Steganos, PGP, and 
  BestCrypt on sale as boxed software in a PC World 
  store in the UK, which is kind of encouraging (I know, 
  I should be boycotting PC World after they called the 
  police on Gary Glitter, but I was in there with a 
  friend :) ]



'Surge Boy' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

To 'sasami-jurai':

Yes, I do enjoy the little girl aspect of Anime.  'Battle Angel 
Alita' is one of my favorites.  It's clear that I am quite 'etchi'.

Anyone else?

--

Something has occurred to me.

In the near future (I hope) I will be getting my first computer.
I would like to learn how to create animation that is so real,
that it would take someone who is something of an expert to tell
the difference.

Any comments?

Anyone know how I could create this kind of sophisticated level
of animation quality?

'SurgeBoy'
----------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Get Metacreations Poser 3 (hi-res when the bug-fix comes out, 
    solving the bug that means than whatever output resolution 
    you choose, you can never get above 72 dpi.)  Also get the
    classic textbook _Principles of Three-Dimensional Computer
    Animation: Revised Edition_, Micheal O'Rourke, ISBN 0-393-
    73024-7.  It's the set-text on most graduate courses.  
    You might also want to look at software like Lifeforms  
    Studio 3, 3D Studio Max 2.5 with the Character Studio 
    plug-in, but those are aimed more at animation that 
    is not really "photo-realistic", like cartoons and 
    special fx.
 
    For outputting girl-animations, beware that some countries
    now have laws about "psuedo-porn" - supposedly aimed at
    computer-manipulated photos (girl head pasted onto adult
    body, breasts and pubic hair airbrushed out, etc, but
    until the Gary Glitter case it's somewhat untested in the UK) 
    - but it's not clear if such a law could be used against 
    images or animations that were totally computer generated
    and with obvious "artistic merit". ]



'?' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Everyone seems to asking about the age-of-consent laws.

Well, in America, I think that 16 is the de facto aoc.

However, there is an even lower age-of-consent in this country
that I find interesting.  In some states, a girl as young as 12
can legally marry anyone as long as she has parental approval. 

And if a marriage is legal in the state in which it was
performed, all other states must honor the marriage as well.
Getting parental approval could prove difficult, however.

Honesty seems the only course here, even if it doesn't guarantee
success.  Just befriend the family for a year or two then
carefully bring up the subject.  Use extreme care here, though.  
It's legal but the reaction may still be hostile.

--

There are other way ways to have a close relationship with a
young girl as well, but not quite as legal. Adoption, befriending
the family, marrying the mother, etc., could work but there is
still a great deal of risk.

Perhaps you have a few ideas I did not think of.  If there was
a sure-fire (and legal) way to get myself a girl I would gladly
consider it.  I wish you all the best of luck in your quests.

As for me, I'll never give up hope.  I must believe that
someday my wish will come true.

'?'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Flickorna' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Merry Christmas everyone.

I haven't been posting because I haven't had anything really 
positive to talk about. But I haven't forgot about all you guys.

'Flickorna'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Desire' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Great evening last Monday! BoyChat and SafeHaven (two message boards
for boy-lovers) had declared 21 December 'International BoyLovers Day'.
BLs all over the world lighted blue candles with statements telling 
about their love for boys. In Amsterdam a small group gathered
around the homo monument (monument to commemorate the homosexuals
killed by the Nazis), and I joined in. After lighting the candles we 
went to a pub to have some drink. It was great to finally have the 
opportunity to talk (IRL) with fellow pedophiles (or child-lovers, 
if you prefer)! I would advise anyone who knows a way to do so 
in a safe way to also have such a meeting. It's worth it!

--

Well, it seems that Tromovitch & Ianthe beat me to it when giving
information on the Rotterdam conference "De andere kant van de
medaille". Good thing too, spared me the hardship of making a summary
of Bauserman & Tromovitch's talk. But let me use this space to give
an overview of the rest of the conference:

Helema, professor in Homosexual Studies suggested:

1. Admission of the fact that children are sexual

2. Improve children's knowledge about sex, through improved sexual 
   education

3. Improve children's emancipation

He also talked about building up a 'sexual infrastructure'

Mr. (or professor?) Maarssen, sexologist stated that the men who came
to his office with sexual problems are more often suffering from too 
little physical contact in their youths than victims of sexual abuse. 
He also argued for a less strict moral law.

Psychiatrist Zenger asked for attention for the difficult 
position of pedophiles. He wanted to see the mental health care know 
more about this group of people.

The last speaker, but certainly not the least, was Rev. Hans Visser 
himself. His talk was undoubtedly the best defense of the rights of 
the pedophile I have ever heared of a non-pedophile, and probably the
best one period. He was angry with the church assembly (highest 
authority of Dutch protestant churches), which had told him that "we 
do accept the pedophile as a human, but not his sexual nature." How, 
he wondered, can one say that one accepts the pedophile human when at 
the same time rejecting such an important part of his being?

Below I will give a full translation from another version of his talk,
which appeared in the booklet published on occasion of this day. He
also spoke some worrying words: Not only had several people, both
scientists and pedophiles, decided not to come because being on this
conference would be 'bad publicity', but also he had heared rumours
that the Prosecution Counsel had started investigations to see whether
this conference was allowed, and whether his article could be cause
for criminal prosecution (on what? soliciting crime?) I don't think
that these rumours are true, but it does show the uneasiness and fear
many participants must have felt.

The last part of the day was a forum discussion. Some interesting
questions were asked, but there's none that I really want to go into
here. Personally I was very glad with this day, showing that children
often are not damaged by sexual experiences, and not too rarely even
have a positive impact from them. Still, I missed something. I think
what I missed is a statement of what should be done now. How can we
make children who have positive experiences with sex with adults feel
that their experiences are believed, valued and respected? And how can
we give more children positive experiences while not also having more
negative experiences, or even while diminishing the latter? These
questions weren't answered. They weren't even asked.

> Further reading (added by Ianthe):

[snip]

>  There are other published papers, but I don't have the refs
>  to hand at the moment.

 Robert Bauserman and Bruce Rind (1997). _Psychological correlates
 of male child and adolescent sexual experiences with adults: A
 review of the non-clinical literature._ Archives of Sexual Behavior,
 Vol. 26, pp. 105-141.

 Bruce Rind and Philip Tromovitch (1997). _A Meta-Analytic Review
 of Findings from National Samples on Psychological Correlates of
 Child Sexual Abuse_. The Journal of Sex Research, Vol. 34, No. 3,
 pp. 237-255.

If wanted, I can also give a list of many more articles, based on
their references, among the most important ones:

A.W. Baker & S.P. Duncan (1985). _Child sexual abuse: A study of
 prevalence in Great Britain._ Child Abuse & Neglect, Vol. 9, pp.
 457-467.
L.L. Constantine (1981). _The effects of early sexual experiences:
 A review and synthesis of research_. In: L.L. Constantine and M.M.
 Martinson (eds.), _Children and Sex_, Little, Brown, Boston, pp.
 217-244.
J. Fishman (1991). _Prevalence, impact, and meaning attribution of
 childhood sexual experiences of undergraduate males_. Doctoral
 dissertation, University of Massachusetts, 1990. Dissertation
 Abstracts International, Vol. 52, p. 114.
S. Jumper (1995). _A meta-analysis of the relationship of child
 sexual abuse to adult psychological adjustment_. Child Abuse &
 Neglect, Vol. 19, pp. 715-728.
D.A. Neumann, B.M. Hauskamp, V.E. Pollock, and J. Briere (1996).
 _The long-term sequelae of childhood sexual abuse in women: A
 meta-analytic review_. Child Maltreatment, Vol. 1, pp. 6-16.
P. Okami (1991). _Self-reports of "positive" childhood and
 adolescent sexual contacts with older persons: An exploratory study_.
 Archives of Sexual Behavior, Vol. 20, pp. 437-457.
N. Wisniewski (1990). _A path analytic model of the aftereffects of
 childhood sexual victimization_. Doctoral dissertation, Kent State
 University. Dissertation Abstracts International, Vol. 51, pp.
 2079-2080.

--

And now, as promised, Rev. Visser's talk:

 Pastorate and pedophilia

 by Hans Visser

Recently I had a talk with a colleague about pedophilia. In that talk
he made the following remark: "One must be mentally disordered to get
a kick out of children". I have thought about this line. First I did
not want to understand it, later I tried to feel what the person in 
question meant. Pedophilia is a sexual orientation which we find hard
to imagine. This is a way of experiencing sexuality that I and others 
cannot share with pedophiles. Yet we must try to accept with our mind 
that that is how pedophiles are. But pedophiles are more than just
sexual creatures, because they also have many other qualities, which
make them to nice and valuable fellow humans.

 Professor L. Gooren taught me how to accept people with different
sexual orientations. We cannot understand at all that a pedophile 
falls in love with a child, and vice versa a pedophile cannot 
understand  what inspires me. All those differences have to be 
accepted. These differences cannot be denied or reduced to complete
irrelevancy. As Gooren says, our task is to live with these differences 
and accept them as long as they do not encroach upon the integrity of 
a human, of a child. Not every form of experiencing sexuality is 
acceptable. There is also sexual experience among pedophiles which is 
unacceptable because the integrity of a child is harmed. That has to be 
completely clear.

Pedophiles nowadays live in a difficult time. They are not accepted by
society. They are even hunted, stigmatized and criminalized. There is
no space at the time for a good dialogue with pedophiles about their
orientation. Very sad is the attitude of the major Dutch churches. They 
do not distance themselves from the pedophile as a person, but do 
distance themselves from his sexual orientation. How is it possible to 
accept a person without his orientation? Every pedophile act is seen
as abuse. It is my firm conviction that the present hunt on pedophiles
is extremely counter-productive. These people are left to their fate.
We push them into a big swamp, they have to manage on their own, "as
long as they do not touch my children".

But now the pedophile himself. He is in love with a child, but does
not want to abuse the child, he knows the resistance of society, he
does not want to do things in secret. He is also not at all interested
in dirty porn movies, in which children are raped, abused, 
manipulated, but he can enjoy a picture of a nude girl or a nude boy.
The mere face of a child can evoke emotions. That's not allowed any
more. Because it is illegal to possess those. Pedophiles have been
advised by their relief workers to burn all movies and pictures. They
were sent into the woods.

 Yes, there was a pedophile who went into the woods literally, cycled
a bit and met a child on a bicycle. He was moved by the child. He
would like to do things, but turned his head, and cycled back home
fast. He did not want to encroach upon the integrity of the child.
Extremely sad he sank into his chair.

There have been times that pedophiles were dealt with in a wiser
manner. It was the time of the Ikon-pastor, Rev. A. Klamer, who
reached out a pastoral hand to pedophiles, listened to them and was
close for them. It was the time that PSVG (Protestant Association For
Family forming), which in its later days occupied itself with many 
aspects of sexuality, published a pamphlet about pedophilia.
 I want to dwell on that pamphlet once more. The pamphlet wanted to
make clear that not every sexual contact or every sexual relationship
between an adult and a child implies abuse of the child. Certainly,
some horrible situations exist as well, they may not be denied.
Because of this it is of the utmost importance to know more about the
experience of sexuality of children, and of pedophiles. In the
pamphlet we read that pedophiles are people who feel attracted to
children, also sexually. If one is not allowed to have those feelings,
then it is clear a pedophile is not allowed to be himself. Pedophile
people want to show their feelings for children. Also physically.
That does not mean that they feel a need for intercourse, for
penetration, because they know that children aren't built for that
yet, that this may hurt children, that it may cross boundaries. Many
pedophiles will thus not do this kind of sexual activity. Dealing with
a child mandates respect and caution. Sexual contact may not be
forced. The adult may not abuse his power. The child may not be
manipulated. Research shows that children experience a certain
pleasure from mild sexual contacts. Especially if they experience 
affection as well. Sometimes children undergo this passively, they may
also become active themselves. The pamphlet tells that it is a mistake
to look at children's sexuality from the point of view of our own
adult sexuality and the feelings that go with it. If we do so, we
project our own opinions, feelings and experiences, upon children.

 Often it is the case that a child experiences no problems in the
relation with a pedophile. Problems often start when the environment,
for example the parents, panics, so the child gets the idea that
something terrible has happened. That can damage a child. The
pamphlet also tells us that sexuality must not be burdened with what
happens secretly in the dark, that it should not be experienced as
something that is dirty and not really allowed. This causes feelings
of guilt which have nothing to do with being really guilty.

 What the PSVG with her pamphlet and Reverend Klamer especially
managed to do, was thoroughly listening to pedophiles and thinking
about modes of behaviour with them. It remains saddening that this
way of working has been given up by the churches in our times.

 As already noted, we know too little about our children's world
of experience. Children are often belittled, sometimes not taken
seriously. Freud assumed that for children a latent phase with
respect to sexuality took place. Later research showed that that is
not the case. Children between six and twelve can show budding sexual
feelings as well. A child however is vulnerable and deserves to be
spared. Above it was already mentioned, and I will repeat once more
that adults should not just project their own feelings upon the child.
It will be a meeting between an adult and a child, where the child's
freedom is remained intact. A child should not be doing something
that it does not want. When children are in puberty, the situation
has changed. Then there are pubescent sexual feelings. The child is on
its road to adulthood. In that phase too meetings will take place
between pubescents and adults. The pubescent remains vulnerable and has
a right of protection. Because of this every pedophile who wants to
deal with his orientation in a responsible way, knows that no
manipulation, no violence, no threats should take place. He also knows
that position of authority should not be used, because in a position 
of authority, power can be used. On itself it is understandable that
a teacher falls in love with a pupil, but such a relationship is
liable to a danger of the power factor. It might be the case that an
adult does not use such a power, it might be that the adult indeed
does not go further than the child indicates. But we do not know that
for sure. Force and the offering of presents are also taboo. Because
they can spoil a relationship.

In our culture there is often a deep-rooted negativity with respect to
sex. Despite the sexual revolution there still exists a taboo. For
many people, children as well, sex has to do with something dirty.
Sex approaches abuse. It is a pity that sexuality is not experienced
as good and beneficial. Historically, the church has contributed
significantly to these deep-rooted negativity. It is regrettable that
in our time both adults and children sometimes are exposed to a
sexual commerce that is not good for people's world of experience.
There are also pedophiles who, often influenced by this commerce,
become very sex-obsessed, directed towards fucking and orgasm, and it
can also be the case that some children sometimes see images on videos
and movies that are not suitable for them, which in the long term can
lead to a certain decay of the experience of sexuality. It is clear
that sexual contacts between adults and children can be influenced
extremely negatively by that; that the danger is great that in that
case things happen that should have been left undone.

In this account about pastorate and pedophilia we can of course not
neglect to also talk about the possible damage that is suffered by
children from sexual contacts with adults. There are children who do
not have a pleasant memory of that. And often it was the illegal
sphere, the experience of things that one did not actually want. This
damage can break up later in life. But this damage can also be
dramatized. Society can suggest that we have been damaged. Exactly in
a time when people think very negatively about pedophilia this danger
has grown. I have the uneasy suspicion that sometimes certain feelings
of guilt are forced onto people. That people are suggested that things
have happened that should not have happened.

Often when evaluating relationships between adults and children, one
observes that sometimes there is no reciprocity. A relationship
between an adult and a child should be reciprocal. Both must be able
to tell what's pleasant in the association, both must be able to show
this silently or in words. A pedophilic relationship should also
always be a joint experience and certainly not remain unilateral. I
think that sometimes pedophiles overstep the mark on this point. They
often fix the way of intercourse unilaterally. In all fairness it
should be remarked that this situation also holds for all other sexual
relationships; also those between adults, because there the reciprocity
can be missing as well.

We return to the pedophile himself. As said he lives in a difficult
time. A pedophile lives in a threatening reality, he is pictured by
society as sick, degenerate, abnormal and evil. Sometimes even as a
rapist or sex murderer. That makes him confused, and sometimes it
happens that he drives out his sexuality, but that can have a negative
result too. His dark desire, not understood by society, not rarely
leads to suicide. The pedophile is stuck. He experiences feelings that
fall outside the norms of society. It would be good for the pedophile
if society adapted its norms slightly, in the sense of a piece of
necessary acceptance. The reactions from society now are often
extraordinary hard. Sometimes punishments are inflicted that are
disproportionally severe. Where it should be noted that imprisonment
of course accomplishes nothing.

Pastorate means that one protects people, that one pulls together with
them, that one starts a conversation with them, that one listens to
their motives. That protection also means that one does not walk away,
that one does not hide behind societal prejudices, because then one
lets the pedophile down. Pastorate also requires a carefulness in the
taxations of interpretations that people give to their experiences.
The pedophile has to learn to understand why there is so much aversion
in society as well. Many parents feel their children as their property,
want to protect that property and cannot stand the thought that an
adult would experience something with their children. But children are
not property, they are entrusted to their parents. They still require
protection, and while growing old get more and more freedom to unfold.
That protection must not imply that other adults are kept off. Parents
also need to entrust their children to other adults, one can think of
youth work, education and medical care. Parents then have a right to
know that nothing happens to their children behind their backs, without
deliberation, in secrecy.

 The pastoral acceptance of the pedophilic fellow human implies
understanding for his orientation. The pastoral acceptance does not
imply that everything that happens is being excused. In the pastoral
supervision there is always a critical moment. Together the division
is sought between what is good and what is not so good, between what
is wise and what is less wise. Sometimes we will also have to advise
the pedophile in these times urgently to abstain from certain things
that perhaps on themselves would be ethical justified. The public
opinion is merciless and against that harshness the pedophile has to
be protected as well. We may not allow that people are destroyed or
rejected by society. In the pastorate we also want to take the
achievements of other sciences in account: medical science, psychology,
sociology. It must be possible to refer pedophiles to good care
workers, who can learn them to handle their feelings in such a way
that they can be happy with those feelings.

 There are no recepies around about what is and is not allowed. Above
we have noted that penetration is undesirable for several reasons.
It can hurt the child and can be an adult form of sexuality that
is strongly directed to orgasm. On the other hand I can't say that
mutual masturbation is undesirable in all circumstances. It is
imaginable that there are situations where it happens in a sphere of
mutual respect and mutual enjoyment of intimacy. Then it would be
ethically acceptable. But it is also imaginable that it is forced,
that it does not happen spontaneously, and that the child does not
like it at all. Then it is ethically reprehensible. It is not easy to
decide that for someone else.

 The reader will sense from the above that I want to accept the
pedophilic human in a way that takes his orientation seriously. I also
try to come to terms about that with him. Because he is entitled to
that, that is one of the things I am a pastor for.

The Maastricht psychiatrist and sexuologist Gerard Roelofs recently
said in an article that not every pedophile is a swine. He stated it
clearly, pedophilia is not a deviation, it is a normal, innate variant
of the human sexual preference. We must not wish that it all happens
underground, because that will leave us even further off. The
conditions for a good pedophilic relationship should be discussed.
Roelofs makes a sharp distinction between sexuality with children
below and above twelve years old. In his opinion in the case of
children below twelve, there is no mutuality. Above twelve that is
possible, in his opinion; in that case a sexual relationship with an
adult is not necessarily harmful. Roelofs thinks that it is also a
duty of society to find a form in which the pedophile can express
himself, without damaging the child. That we are able to make a good
distinction between mutual masturbation and a hard-boiled, nonsensical
sado-masochistic game. What Roelofs also wants, is make pedophilia
discussable in society. It is courageous of this man that he treats
the pedophile in such a way that he knows what he has: someone who
thinks along with him.

My colleague Joseph Douce also was engaged in pastorate for pedophiles
in France in the eighties. In the end it led to his death. He was
killed and there are strong clues that that was related to his
pastoral care for pedophiles, which was completely misunderstood.
Joseph Douce remains for me a good example of a pastor, a shepherd.
The good shepherd risks his life for his sheep. In the same way Douce
gave his life in the pastorate for these people. I still hope that
that was not in vain.

--

'Surgeboy' wrote:
> I did, however, come up with GELF (Girl Lover First).

What does the 'E' stand for?

--

'Ianthe' wrote:
>    [ 'Allegedly'... ;) But it seems that the UK government are 
>      set to declare hackers as terrorist "enemies of the state",
>      subject to the same draconian measures as Irish republicans - 
>      internment without trial, conviction on the mere fact that
>      a police officer claims you're "believed to be a member of 
>      a banned group", etc

I suppose the 'etc' includes conviction on evidence that clearly is
insufficient, only to be found innocent ten years afterwards?

--

From the press snippets:
> PROPOSALS to establish a register of suspected paedophiles 
> to protect children from physical and mental abuse could 
> become law by the middle of next year, but may place 
> organisations at risk of legal action.

So! The stakes have been raised! Now we're responsible for mental
and physical abuse, not just sexual. Poor children... Being told all
the time that they're great and that somebody loves them. Having to
stand the immense pain that results when someone strokes their hair.
It's a hard time to be a kid these days!

> Local authorities and other employers would have to pass 
> on names of people they suspected of being unsuitable for 
> work with children, even if they had no criminal convictions.
> Child care organisations will have to consult the list 
> before offering anyone a job, paid or otherwise, and it 
> will be illegal to hire someone named on it.

Can you spell 'counterproductive'? Look at teachers. I think there
are roughly three groups of teachers:

1. Teachers for whom it's just a job.
2. Teachers who have a calling of teaching.
3. Teachers who have a calling of working with children.

What's the best for a child? Group 2 will probably give the best
education, group 3 will be most loved by the children. I guess
2/3 group 2 and 1/3 group 3 would give the best result.

Now look at three hypothetical teachers from these three groups:
1: Did always what he had to do, no more, no less. Will keep doing
   that, and has no problems.
2: All that private care he gave to children grew too suspicious.
   Finally he gave in, and started acting like teacher #1. But that
   was not what he liked. He saw that this new way of teaching did
   little to interest the children in learning. So he went back to
   what he did before. Again and again he had to adapt himself,
   being pushed in both directions. Half a year later he was home,
   another overstressed teacher.
3: A parent walked in on him, while he had a girl in his lap,
   comforting her because she had fallen. The parent did not buy his
   explanation, and stepped to the headmaster. He was fired and
   blacklisted.

--

'Cipolin' wrote:
> People like 'shadetree' in abpfy take very nice photographs and 
> obviously spend a lot of time scanning and posting, asking for not
> very much in return.

I *love* his photographs. When thinking whether I know any better girl
photographers, only the name Lewis Carroll comes up.

--

'Gallahad' wrote:
> Because I live in the U.S. it would be suicidal if not criminally
> stupid to actively attempt to have a close relationship with a girl
> who is not a blood relative.  Ate there countries where the culture
> is less hostile to girl lovers?

Less hostile countries? Certainly. Anywhere but US, UK or Australia
(maybe Canada), would probably suffice. Continental western Europe for
example, or Japan. However, remember that it's just "less hostile".
I'm not talking about "mostly neutral" or something like that.

--

'Ianthe' wrote:
> ( the UK AOC is 16 for heterosexuals, 18 for homosexuals, and 16
>   year olds can marry).

Isn't this information outdated? Homosexual AOC was lowered to 16
earlier this year, wasn't it?

  [ No, it was blocked when it reached the House of Lords. ]

--

'Heather' wrote:
> The only exception I know of is the famous (or infamous, depending on
> where you hear about it) Netherlands law that forbids the police from
> prosecuting in cases involving children between the ages of twelve and
> fifteen, unless the child or parent or child protection service brings
> the charge. This law wasn't set up to allow such sexual relationships to
> take place; it was only meant to prevent the worst-case scenario of
> older children being forced to go through the horrors of the judicial
> system.

So they only put younger children through it?! The logic here remains
unbeaten... By the way, read n.s. aristoff's reactions to my comments
to see what remains of this law in practice.

> My understanding (from a post from a Dutch boylover) is that
> this law is presently under attack and may be changed.

Yes. There are plans to go to a uniform AOC of 16. However, it was
said, persecution would not take place against the will of the child,
except when child porn or pedophile rings are involved. In other
words, no persecution will take place if:

1. The youth remains saying that (s)he liked it even after hours of
   cruel interrogation, and
2. You do not happen to have made any nude or semi-nude pictures, and
3. You do not have a couple of friends who also happen to be
   pedophiles.

And then there is the simple, yet wonderful principle that is thrown
overboard: It's the child that decides whether sexual contact was
abuse or not.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Steve' inquired:

> Can somebody please tell me what does the 'age of consent' mean. 
> And where can I see a list of the ages in all the States.  I
> remember seeing one...and it had some pretty young
> ages...12-14....but I can't believe that as a 3? year old
> person...I can have sex with someone that young...if so...Damn!!!!

  In a nutshell, age of consent is the age at which a person -
according to the law - has control over their own sexuality. They
would not require parental consent. This does not always meen that
they can have sex with whomever they like. For example, in my state,
I believe that a partner must be within a few years of your age while
you are under 18.

I could have sworn that Elf Sternburg (a great guy, btw - check him
out at http://www.halcyon.com/elf) had a listing up, but it seems to
have disappeared. So I consulted yahoo, and what do you know? There's
an entire freaking domain devoted to it: http://www.ageofconsent.com/

  [ Stergberg's alt.sex list was out-of-date.  There's one on the 
    bottom of the news page, in the Fresh Petals 'Borders of 
    Desire' issue. ]

The site lists the AOC for heterosexual, male-male, and female-female 
pairs in many countries and (all?) U.S. states. It doesn't seem to 
have any more detailed information, however (such as my example above). 
For this you may have to go directly to your local government for 
more information.

--

Did anyone else see the article in _New Scientist_ about Harris'
Nurture Assumption paper, and includes a good-length interview with
her. I see that the date is 12/12, so it may well be everyone's been
chattering about this and I didn't notice :)

 [ And did you see the nice semi-nude/panties girl-picture that
   the NS picture-editor chose to illustrate the article !  It'll
   be on the gallery part of the Hot Seat page, in the next edition
   of Fresh Petals. ]

I'm pretty sure that the Nurture Assumption stuff has been
discussed here, but I recommend getting a copy of this magazine to
anyone still interested. Really, this isn't why I was interested but
-- there's a picture of a LG in panties on the second page. It is
small but, err.. revealing :) There are several other pictures of
(clothed) smiling, happy girls and boys. Very heartening.

--

I hope that everyone is getting a little time off now at the end of
the year. I hope you have time to review your recent and
not-so-recent past, and do a little planning for the future. Get that
over with, settle down, and take a break. Perhaps this is the wrong
order?

Anyways -- Peace.

'Peidran'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Quilty'
---------------------------------------------------------------------

'Simhe' wrote:
> My comment about Hamilton : I bought 'Age of Innocence' before I had
> access to pictures on the net, and at that stage had not really seen any
> pictures of naked young girls at all, so I thought it was pretty good.  But
> these days, and tens of thousands of pictures later, I find Hamilton's work
> to have fallen somewhat behind in my list of favourite photography.  Now,
> I know that as a photographer he is far superior to me, but I think his work
> sucks :-)  The girls are way too old, for starters, and the style is pretty
> irritating too.

The girls are way too old FOR YOUR TASTES therefore you should not judge his
work.
What do you think of Pompeo Posar or Bob Guccione? I don't like the vaseline
lens
either but Hamilton has an identifiable style all his own (Well Robert Demachy
did
it better, but in this generation it's his). Hamilton is one of the few
photographers who has legitimized portraits of young girls as beautiful and
seductive people. I remember when his first book "Dreams of a Young Girl" came
out 30 years ago, a woman I knew with a lovely 6 y o daughter left it on her
coffee
table. I like Sally Mann best among contemporary photographers but I know some
people have problems with her work. I don't like Jock Sturges: I find him cold.
While I enjoy Jan Saudek, I can see that his aesthetic of excess verges on the
kitsch. Same for Irina Ionesco: the photos she took that are _not_ of her
daughter
are awful, in my opinion. I like Jacques Bourboulon but sold the book I had
because
it was probably actionable under US law. I remember when Bourboulon's photos of
well-oiled young girls appeared in French men's magazines like LUI. But no one
would
dare publish a book of his work today.

> I also think his movies reflect his personality like a
> highly polished mirror, and I laugh almost embarassedly when I think of
> what a total w*nker he is, or appears to be.  Marks out of 10? Not many.

Do you think he cares? He has spent his life discovering, photographing and
screwing
gorgeous girls who are not too old to his taste. Everywhere he goes people are
thrusting their children at him. You should be so lucky. We all should! I think
you
are the wanker and suffering from acute jealousy.

> Another thing - There was a full page article in the Australian a couple of
> weeks ago entitled "Inside the Dark Web - A child pornography ring has
> been smashed using the online technology on which it fed."  Anyway, it
> was about the fall of w0nderland, which I guess is old news, but it
> mentioned that four people involved actually committed suicide!
> This really shocked and sadened me.  Does anyone here know the nicks
> of those people?

Never heard of it.

> That's another thing that annoys me - how no one here seems to want
> to acknowledge this event at all.  On the contrary, everyone wants
> to distance themselves from it.  This is understandable, I suppose,
> considering the legal implications, but contrary to what someone here
> said, which was that these people were child-porn producing child abusers
> and deserved what they got - what balls!

I'm sorry but if they were creating child pornography they did deserve 
their fate.

> The constituency was roughly the
> kind of people you find here.  Because of this incident I lost contact
> with many friends and it is a real load of crap.

Why are you so angry? I spend a lot of time on the net, I piss away hours
looking at
stuff, sometimes I'm embarrassed to be part of this constituency, but pardon me
I've
no idea what the Wonderland thing is about. I recall the bust of Pedo U which
was
not a real web conspiracy but just a joke. However, if you run with the wolves
you
have to expect to be shot by the hunters.

--

'Cipolin' wrote Re: David Hamilton etc.
> Just to clarify a few points, following 'n.s.aristof's observations.
> When I talk about "competition" I'm thinking about *all* the
> imagery of young girls which is available on the net.  This
> includes loads of pictures posted by amateurs, or scanned from legal
> advertising material.
>
> The competition I'm referring to is that from people who post their
> own work without asking for anything in return.  This is one *possible*
> reason why Hamilton is selling fewer books.

The used market for Hamilton books is skyrocketing. His book IMAGES for example
regularly sells for $175 U.S. But since he has a fairly established style and
few
tricks up his sleeve most people are going to look at it and go (yawn) it's more
of
the same. Kind of like another Rolling Stones album, I suppose.

Hamilton and Stanaman both have private pay-to-view websites that have far
better
stuff than has been published by them. It may just be a shift in marketing: it
costs
less to manufacture and there is no danger of having to remainder a large print
run.
The Stanaman site in particular is superb because it shows the evolution of a
maturing talent as this photographer perfects his chops, and hones his eye. He's
also one of the few major photographers who has not gone after the blonde Nordic
types that Hamilton et al portray and he has not attempted to idealise or
romanticise his models.

Happy Solstice and a prosperous new year to all.

'Quilty'
---------------------------------------------------------------------




'Bandersnatch' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

'Sihme' wrote:
>My comment about Hamilton : I bought 'Age of Innocence' before
>I had access to pictures on the net, and at that stage had not
>really seen any pictures of naked young girls at all, so I
>thought it was pretty good.  But these days, and tens of
>thousands of pictures later, I find Hamilton's work
>to have fallen somewhat behind in my list of favourite
>photography.

I've got to agree with your opinions on David 'Fuzzy' Hamilton (fuzzy 
pictures of fuzzy girls); some of the pics are all right, but apart from 
the fact that the models tend to be a little old for my taste, I think 
he overdoes the 'arty' bit with the soft focus and stuff; there is a 
point where artistry becomes artifice.

>Another thing - There was a full page article in the Australian
>a couple of weeks ago entitled "Inside the Dark Web - A child
>pornography ring has been smashed using the online technology
>on which it fed."  Anyway, it was about the fall of w0nderland,
>which I guess is old news, but it mentioned that four people
>involved actually committed suicide! This really shocked and
>sadened me.  Does anyone here know the nicks
>of those people?  
>
>That's another thing that annoys me - how no one here seems
>to want to acknowledge this event at all.  On the contrary,
>everyone wants to distance themselves from it.

Perhaps it's not too surprising there weren't many comments here, as it 
seems to be rather remote from the (expressed) concerns of this group.

>This is understandable, I suppose, considering the legal
>implications, but contrary to what someone here said, which
>was that these people were child-porn producing child abusers
>and deserved what they got - what balls!

There were similar views from paedophiles on Usenet, despite the fact 
that I don't think we've been told anything about what the outfit 
actually did, apart from 'swapping pics'. (If actual children were 
involved, taken into care, etc., we still would never know if coercion 
was used.)

>The constituency was roughly the kind of people you find here.

I'm afraid this is symptomatic of the fractured nature of our 
constituency: those who don't look at pics against those who do and 
those who post them against those who produce them; those with (sexual 
or non-sexual) contact with young girls and those without. (Quite apart 
from boy-lovers against girl-lovers.)

I suppose these divisions are caused by guilt, fear, societal oppression 
and isolation; but we've got to find a way to forget our differences if 
we are ever to change things.

--

To 'Spelvin':
I (briefly) visited the archives of your ONElist 'pedophilia' e-mail list 
(details posted on ASGL dated 22 December), but I don't see paedophilia 
as essentially 'unhealthy' and I'm not really into 'self-analysis' which 
sounds rather a US American thing and I don't see what it's for.

I commend you for your efforts, though; we need as many forums of 
different kinds as possible.

Do you think that we could assemble a list of GL-oriented (or 
nonspecific) forums here (mailing lists, web-boards, newsgroups 
etc.)? The boy-lovers always seem to be better organised, with 
alt.support.boy-lovers and the BoyChat/BoyLinks web-board; 
sometimes alt.activism.children has stuff of general interest...

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Beamish' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Happy Holiday's everyone! I hope yours was as good as mine. I am
writing this on 12/28/98. A few weeks ago Mary-Kate and Ashley
Olsen were guests on the Donny & Marie show on the FOX affiliate
(USA). Did anyone see it? It was such a nice segment, although I
missed most of it. They're quite talented young ladies. :-) Not to
mention beautiful!

Also, on the cable station TNT  (USA) there was a movie about
Loretta Lynn called 'Coal Miner's Daughter'.Towards the end of the
show there was a scene with two little girls naked in the bathtub.
You could see nipples and butt cheeks. I was shocked, and pleased
to see such a display on TV.

I spent Christmas day with my parents, brother and sister. It was a
good day despite my dad being in a crappy mood. He made everyone
upset, including the kids. I should have gone off on him but I just
didn't feel like getting into a fight with him on that special day.
At one point he even made the kids cry. He's totally unfair at
times and this was no different. I would never treat the kids the
way he treats them. He's not abusive, but telling them they can't
play with each other's toys? That sucks. My mom is a bit mean as
well, telling my brother he doesn't have a nice smile. God I hate
being around them when they're like that.

I was thinking when all of this was going on that they think that
*I'm* the bad guy just because I am a child-lover? I'd never treat
the kids the way they treat them. I don't even think they realize
what they're doing.

Anyway, while I was over at their house, I noticed a pair of my
sister's panties in the laundry hamper. I couldn't do anything
then, but I was hoping they wouldn't get washed before they went on
vacation on the 2?th. They didn't! I am watching the house while
they are on vacation and last night I couldn't stand it any
longer... I had to get those panties. I was pleasantly surprised to
find not one, but two pair of her panties in the laundry hamper. 
They had such a nice little-girl smell on them! Then the inevitable
happened. I tried them on. What baffled me was that she had two
different sizes... 4 and 8. I tried them both on and damn the size
4 panties strangled me. The size 8's were perfect for me. I am very
small anyway so I can fit into kids clothes. In fact I do all my
shopping in the boys' department in the clothing store. Anyway,
after I satisfied my urge, I took them off and returned them to the
hamper. I figured since my sister isn't interested in sexual play
with me, wearing her panties would be an acceptable substitute. At
least I got near something that touched her beautiful privates!

Well, that's all for now. I hope you all have, or had, a great New
Year's!

'Beamish'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Florian' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

To everyone,

I have been reading all the ASGL posts since my last post.  It has been 
busy over Christmas.  I will write a larger post after Christmas.  But 
for now, I just want to wish everyone here in ASGL a happy Christmas, 
and I hope you receive the best gift of all, the love of a little girl.

'Florian'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Steve'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------

> Can somebody please tell me what does the 'age of consent' mean.
 
>>It means different things in different places - that's probably why
>>you're confused. The lists that appear on the Web, interesting though
>>they are, aren't of much practical use, because states and provinces and
>>countries generally have several laws affecting adult-child sexual
>>contact - there may be one law for intercourse and another law for oral
>>sex and another law for "lascivious acts" (very broad in its
>>application) and yet another law (this is the trickiest one) that
>>forbids *any* type of sexual contact between a minor and a "person in
>>authority" - and in some places a "person in authority" is defined as
>>broadly as someone who babysits. So basically, if the legal authorities
>>are intent on pressing a case, they can find a law somewhere that will
>>allow them to do so, no matter what the age-of-consent is in that
>>particular jurisdiction.

Damn!!! I think I'm gonna have to become a lawer to figure out who I 
can and can't have a relationship with.  Anyway I have a wonderful 
story that I would like to share about a beautiful little girl who
I met...

I was on the balcony of my fifth floor apartment... and I heard the 
beautiful music of little gilrs giggling and playing in the pool... My 
heart started racing... I had to go see.  I got my laser pointer (One 
of my many LG attention getters!) and shined it in the direction of the 
pool (Like 50 yards) and it got their attention.  She was with her sister, 
and we started talking to each other (shouting) across the distances...
"How old are you", "Whats your name", he asked... finally the sister 
said "What's a matter... are you chicken... Come down..." So I did...

It was Night, and there they were... two little 'seal pups'... swimming 
in the pool... I was in heaven.  The moonlight was glistening off their 
skin, their faces were gleaming in the moonlight.  Since I related to 
LG's so easily, in fact I relate to any young people. I am 3o-something, 
and I do not hang out around people my age... I regulary attend the youth 
group at my church. Anyway... It wasn't long before I felt the almost 
chemical/magical bond with one of the girls....

It was dark, we were in the pool we were so close, moonlight shining 
off her wet jet black hair, she was 12, and had a beautiful body.  Before 
long we were talking about boyfriends and girlfriends... then I grabbed 
the rope that seperates the deep and shallow end... and I gave one end to 
the girls and one end to me... and we played tug of war.  It was such pure 
fun... the type of fun I long to have with LG's.  They were screaming and 
yelling... and falling all over each other... It was what life was about.

Before long, I had my LG sitting on top of my shoulders in the pool...
It was amazing.  Her beautiful tight body... with her legs draping over 
my shoulders and my hands grabbing her upeer thighs! It was a once in a 
life time experience.  I walked around the pool with her on my shoulders...
and dunked down... and everytime I got up from under the water with her on 
top of me... she would wipe the hair out of my eyes with her small lovely 
hands... so soft... so caring... so loving...

We continued to do water tricks together...and she was so adventerous...
So we were getting ready for our next trick... I was gonna jump off the 
diving board with her on my shoulders.  Then it happened..... Her father 
showed up... the fun immediately ended... their attitudes immediately 
changed... and they left... but I did get her e-mail address and we did
communicate afterward... and there is more to the story... I'll save 
it for next time...

'Steve'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------




Advert:
============================================
http://www.alessandrasmile.com
 Alessandra's Smile, an established USA 
 mail-order catalog of legal books & videos.
============================================
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]

* USA: "Megan's Law" may be crippled by appeals ruling
* USA: Two sixth-grade girls arrested for death-notes
* Eire: Minister promises register of sex offenders late 1999
* France: Paris rounds up Santas
* Snippets: inc. statistics on the Wolvercote Clinic
* Crypto corner: (everyone-and-his-dog slams crypto controls...)
* UK: Feature-article: "The Beast, the Family and the Innocent
  Children"
* Book reviews
* Three new mailing-lists



USA: 29th December 1998
------------------------------------------------------------

_"Megan's Law" may be crippled by appeals ruling_

AP, TRENTON -- A state appeals court yesterday handed a 
victory to a convicted sex offender and further "muddied" 
a complicated and controversial law, some legal experts said.

The two-judge panel overturned a Superior Court ruling
that would have allowed authorities to notify 25 schools
and community groups in nine municipalities of the presence
of a 31-year-old male sex offender.

The ruling centers around Megan's Law, which requires
communities to be notified when certain sex offenders move
in.

In a 17-page ruling, the appellate judges said the county
prosecutor "has not shown by clear and convincing evidence
that the children attending the schools" are "reasonably
certain to encounter" the sex offender.

To protect the sex offender's privacy, the ruling only
identified him as "R.F." and provided no details regarding
the town or county where he lives or the prosecutor
involved.

The ruling concluded that R.F.'s sex offenses were not
"predatory."

"Nothing in the evidence suggests that he is given to
prowling schoolyards or other areas serving children," the
decision said.

The ruling means that even though the county prosecutor
and the courts have classified R.F. as a moderate risk to
society, labeled as Tier II, only the police will be
notified of his presence.

The problem is, Megan's Law requires that schools,
day-care centers and other community organizations that
supervise children be notified when a Tier II offender
lives in the area.

"What [ the judges ] are saying is, given the facts in
this particular case, we don't think the notification
applies to him," said Ed Martone, executive director of the
New Jersey chapter of the American Civil Liberties Union.

Martone said the ruling "might give an opening in the
doorway to everybody whose offense occurred against
somebody in the family, which is the majority of child
sex offenders." 

------------------------------------------------------------



USA: December 30th, 1998 
------------------------------------------------------------

WESTMORELAND, N.Y. -- Two sixth-grade girls were
arrested after deputies said a surveillance camera 
showed them sending death threats to themselves. 

The 12-year-olds were charged Tuesday with falsely
reporting an incident, a misdemeanor. 

"According to the statements from one of the girls, they
were apparently enjoying the attention they were getting
from their friends, the school and police," said David
Nowakowski, a sheriff's investigator in upstate Oneida
County. 

The girls claimed they had been receiving threatening notes
in their lockers every day over the last couple of weeks,
sometimes several in one day. The notes contained threats
to shoot or stab the girls and two of their friends,
Nowakowski said. 

Investigators uncovered the hoaxes after installing
surveillance equipment near the girls' lockers. When the
girls again reported finding notes in their lockers,
authorities reviewed the tapes and discovered the girls had
written and left the notes, Nowakowski said. 

During the investigation, deputies arrested 11 other 
students Tuesday. The charges include aggravated harassment 
and sexual abuse. The students are between 12 and 15 years 
old. 

------------------------------------------------------------


Eire: 30/12/98
------------------------------------------------------------

_Minister promises register of sex offenders late next year_

A register of sex offenders will be introduced next year,
according to a spokesman for the Minister for Justice, Mr
O'Donoghue.

 A decision will be made by the Minister within weeks as to
whether the register should include all sex offenders or
paedophiles only.

 The failure by the Minister to set up a register was
described by the Fine Gael spokesman on children, Mr Dan
Neville TD, as a disgrace.

 "It is now 14 months since a register was introduced in
the UK and Northern Ireland," he said. "It is accepted that
paedophiles are fleeing the British register and coming to
this State."

 Mr Neville criticised the Government for refusing to
accept his Private Member's Bill on the issue last February.

 The Bill proposed that those convicted of sex offences
against children be required to register with the Garda if
ordered to do so by the convicting judge.

 People who had been obliged to register in Britain would
also be required to register here if they moved to this
State, the Bill proposed.

 The Government rejected the Fine Gael Bill but instead
published a discussion document.
 
Last August Mr O'Donoghue's Department said a decision on
whether to include all sex offenders or paedophiles only
would be made in the late autumn.

 Yesterday the Department said Mr O'Donoghue was
considering the submissions made in response to his
discussion document and that he would make a decision in
the new year.

--------------------------------------------------------------



Snippets:
--------------------------------------------------------------

France:

 SANTA CLAUS is persona non grata in Paris this Christmas. 
France's punctilious bureaucracy is clamping down on 
anyone daring to dress up as Father Christmas, threatening 
fines of up to Fr 1,200 ($215).  Santa Clauses appearing in 
the shopping areas of Paris are being hounded by the police, 
accused, of being "transvestis" or "transvestites", under 
an ancient Parisian by-law which forbids people to "appear 
in disguise on a public thoroughfare".

--

UK:

Re: the average weekly cost of accommodation and the 
subsequent recidivist rates for paedophile offenders 
(a) in prison and (b) in the Wolvercote Clinic. 

Cost per place figures relating specifically to paedophile
offenders are not available. The average cost per prisoner
for the financial year 1995-96 was 466 UK pounds per week. The
weekly charge for the Wolvercote Clinic is 550 UK pounds. 

A 10 year follow-up study on reconviction rates for a
sample of paedophiles released from prison in 1980 showed
that 36 per cent of paedophiles committed further sexual
offences of some kind. This information may appear to be dated 
but follow-up studies must be for a substantial period of time.
Social and legal changes may also affect reconviction
rates. A 10 year reconviction study is currently in
progress on the Sex Offender Treatment Programme but it is
too early for results. 

To date (end 1997), only three offenders have completed the 
full programme at the Wolvercote Clinic which opened in
August 1995. No information is available yet on recidivists. 

  [ Ianthe adds:

    Earlier this year it was reported that the residential 
    treatment centre at Wolvercote was to be closed by the 
    Department of Health before 1999, and the Goverment could
    give no assurance that other premises could be provided.  
    Once again (the Gracewell centre was closed down by 
    Birmingham City Council) the shadowy Faithfull Foundation 
    and its cronies will find it difficult to organise its 
    affairs, raise funding and provide sufficient professional 
    help to ensure the success of such programmes if there is 
    no offer of premises. So the "therapist" Ray Wyre, Hilary 
    Eldridge, the clinical consultant at the foundation, and 
    Don Finlater (of the probation service) who run the 
    Wolvercote residential treatment centre will be homeless.  
    What a pity. <irony>. ]

--

USA: December 29th       

_President Clinton Comments on Reducing Child Abuse_

As part of a _Children Exposed to Violence Initiative_,
Clinton directed the Justice Department to propose reforms 
that will allow children to testify through closed-circuit 
television, limit the number of interviews to which a child 
can be subjected, and allow children to have an adult present 
when testifying in court.

--

Australia: 28/12/98

Cross-examination of sexually abused children is
itself a form of abuse and should be banned, a study 
of twelve victims has found.

Tactics used by lawyers to question children repeated the 
psychological trauma of the sexual abuse, the report for 
the Australian Institute of Criminology claimed. 

It examined the experiences of twelve girls aged 12 to 17 
whose cases went to court.  Six girls said they would 
advise other victims not to report sexual abuse.

Twelve girls were interviewed for the study, the first in
Australia to examine the experiences of teenagers involved
in sexual abuse and whose cases had been prosecuted in 
court.

--------------------------------------------------------



Crypto corner:
------------------------------------------------------------

USA: 

_Respected Bodies Claim Encryption Regulations Threaten 
Internet_
        
DEC 23, 1998 - WASHINGTON -- The Internet Architecture Board 
(IAB) and the InternetEngineering Steering Group (IESG), two
international groups responsible for technical management and 
standards for the Internet, today issued a warning that the 
Internet will be weak and vulnerable because of the restrictions
recently placed on the export of encryption software.
        
The IAB and IESG issued the warning in a joint statement in
response to recent changes to the Wassenaar Arrangement,
which would limit the availability of strong encryption
software. Hackers could crack code using the current
approved length of 64-bit ciphers in less than a day with
a relatively small investment, according to technical
experts.  Three years ago, the groups endorsed a 90-bit key
as the minimum for security for Internet communications and
commerce.
        
In addition to identifying both potential threats to
privacy and criminal assaults on safe electronic commerce,
IAB and IESG raised a concern about the negative impact of
the restrictions on developing countries. Many countries
are new to the network and may lack the financial and
technical strengths to develop their own cryptographic
capabilities.  The exportation of stronger encryption
software will support development of their networks for
communications and e-commerce.

The IAB/IESG statement was endorsed by the Internet
Society, the non-profit, non-governmental organization
representing Internet users in more than 150 countries in
advocating global coordination and cooperation on the
development and growth of the Internet. ISOC previously
raised concerns about export controls slowing the
deployment of security  at the same time the Internet is
exponentially increasing in social impact and its attackers
are increasing in sophistication.
        
--

MANY of Britain's leading electronic-commerce service
providers are threatening to boycott the government's
forthcoming encryption legislation, claiming that it could
undermine civil liberties. 

The Post Office also warned that proposed encryption 
legislation could undermine the Government's goal of 
fostering electronic commerce.  

The government's plans to introduce a licensing regime 
for companies offering encryption services could be in 
tatters if groups such as the Post Office refuse to use
the system.

The Post Office is lobbying the government to alter a key 
clause in the Secure E-commerce Bill that it believes would 
infringe consumers' rights. It is unhappy about plans to
create an offence of "tipping off" customers that
government agencies are intercepting their encrypted data,
which is material sent in code.

This means that if a business transaction takes place over
a so-called secure computer link, the government could
collect such data. The bill wants to stop service providers
such as the Post Office from informing customers when this
happens. 

This tipping-off offence is a big element of government
plans to foster the use of "escrow technology", which
allows third parties such as the government to decipher
sensitive information, to improve law enforcement on the
Internet. But this could mean that the Post Office and
other groups have to water down long-standing security
promises. 

The Sunday Times revealed in March the Post Office was
working on plans to introduce digital certificates to make
business deals over the Net more secure. It is hoping it
can play on its trusted reputation for handling postal
services and benefits transactions by launching its service
next year. 

The certificates, which are also expected to be accepted at
Companies House, would provide an individual signature for
personal and business users that could be used as proof of
identity. The system is designed to be the most secure yet
to beat Net fraud but it cannot stop people, such as those
in government agencies, using encryption keys to gain
access to highly sensitive information. 

It will issue and certify the certificates essential for
verifying the identities of parties involved in an
e-commerce transaction. Security will be provided by
encryption technology from Entrust Technologies, the
Canadian supplier. 

The Post Office is joining a growing list of potential
suppliers of digital certificates, including credit-card
companies and solicitors. Tony Blair said the government
would be carrying out 25% of cabinet office business via
e-commerce early in the new millennium. 

But this week's Computer Weekly says encryption firms 
could boycott the licensing scheme.

The Post Office said it would prefer to be a voluntary
licenser but it hoped the government would not provide for
tipping-off in its e-commerce bill. Barclays, which is part
of the Global Trust Enterprise group of international banks
working on a worldwide certification network, believes
that, as the bill stands, a lot of its work would be
wasted. 

Andrew Young, who heads up the PO's encryption services,
said this meant the legislation "may not have the desired
effect of fostering e-commerce", and it will have to "form
a view as to whether it would benefit the Post Office's
customers."

The green paper on e-commerce is due out in the new year
and the Post Office is hoping Stephen Byers, the new trade
and industry secretary, will remove the tipping-off element
written into the bill by his predecessor, Peter Mandelson. 

--

The Daily Telegraph:

_The key to trust_

_Governments have taken a heavy-handed approach to security
on the Net, says _Wendy Grossman_. It is time to stop
treating the public like criminals_

 PETER Mandelson's announcement last week of the
Competitiveness White Paper was supposed to be an
endorsement of electronic commerce. The regulatory
framework for British business is going to be overhauled.
Britain needs to become a leading trading nation on the
Internet, the fastest-growing marketplace in the global
economy.

 And maybe it does. After all, some lucky nation is going
to win big in capturing the world's business online, and
Britain has a better chance than most, since English is the
international business language, the workforce is, in
general, highly educated and much technical development has
taken place here.

 It would be churlish to suggest that becoming a leading
trading nation has little to do with letting companies that
"adopt best practice" display a seal on their websites
rather than getting businesses to focus on fast service,
customer care and easy ordering from a well-designed site.
More welcome is the announcement of international action to
keep the Internet free of red tape such as customs duty,
import and export forms, and "bit taxes".

 The Electronic Commerce Bill, due next month, is supposed
to remove legal barriers to online trading. My own bet is
that it will not remove the most significant barrier, legal
or otherwise, to the growth of online trading: regulation
of the use and spread of strong cryptography. Survey after
survey shows that two of the biggest reasons business and
individuals do not trust online trading are doubts about
security and concern for privacy. The proper use of
cryptography is a vital component in both. And yet, here we
are, nearly eight years after the first wave of cypherpunks
began pointing out to Washington that regulating crypto was
a stupid thing to do, watching the battle continue.

 In Britain, the focus has been on licensing companies to
act as trusted third parties (TTPs) - creating a network of
authorities who administer the keys that unlock the
cryptography used by businesses and individuals. What's
goofy about this is that there are two reasons to use
cryptography: one, digitally to "sign" a document to
guarantee its authenticity, and two, to ensure that the
information is not read by the wrong people. 
Strictly speaking, under the cryptographic schemes in use
today, you do not need a TTP to handle authentication; you
can achieve the same effect by publishing the complementary
key that guarantees authenticity as widely as possible (in
a newspaper, on the Net, wherever). This is how users of
the free software program PGP verify the authenticity of
PGP-signed documents now.

 In the second case, what law enforcement really wants TTPs
for is to keep a copy of the key that will decrypt that
confidential data - so it can read the data if it decides
you might be a criminal. Keeping those copies is known as
key escrow, and it formed one condition of the original
licensing proposals for TTPs.

 Non-governmental crypto experts generally say that key
escrow is dangerous. Dangerous, because it introduces
deliberate flaws into systems in which tiny changes can
introduce unexpected, major security risks. Yes, for many
people it's important that someone should have copies of
their personal keys, just as you might choose to give a key
to your house to a friend in case you get locked out. But
that's not the same thing as having the government decide
who should keep it for you.

 Businesses, technical experts, software companies,
everyone has criticised the idea of requiring key escrow.
Civil libertarians and privacy advocates particularly
resent the arguments that recast law enforcement's desire
to be able to pry into our communications as a need for
public trust. Meanwhile, America continues to insist on key
escrow both domestically and internationally, despite much
opposition.

 Britain, like the rest of the world, suffers as a result.
Software with built-in encryption is weaker here than the
full-strength versions of the same products sold in
America. Meanwhile, we all know that anyone determined to
encrypt data can download the necessary software from the
Net. Regulating cryptography only gives law enforcement
help in catching stupid criminals.

 This week's merger of the leading British cryptography
company, Zergo, with Baltimore Technologies is unlikely to
do much to change that. Zergo has little appetite for the
kind of government-defying exercise engaged in by the
American company PGP (now part of Network Associates),
which publishes the source code of new versions of its
full-strength cryptographic software on paper in a
machine-readable font.

 As Phil Zimmermann, the founder of PGP knows, exporting
the code in printed form is legal, and the font was
deliberately chosen so that optical character recognition
software can turn the paper back into executable computer
files with no human intervention. 

It's time for a shift in government thinking. Cryptography
is now a fundamental domestic technology, not just a
military weapon. If this Government really wants public
trust, how about starting by trusting the public a little
bit? 

--

  [ And if you think PGP is strong -- wait until the 
    cypherpunks get hold of the algorithm for this... ]


_Major Worldwide Mathematical Breakthrough -- Meganet
Corporation Develops Fast 100% Deterministic Prime Number
Testing_

TARZANA, Calif., Dec. 30 -- 

Meganet Corporation, who challenged Microsoft, Intel, Dell, AT, 
NCR and many other high tech companies with their unbreakable
Virtual Matrix Encryption, have announced today the result
of 13 years of Research & Development in the prime number
testing area -- the world's first and only POLYNOMIAL TIME,
100% DETERMINISTIC PRIMALITY TESTING. It is NOT a
probabilistic test like the other algorithms in the market,
but 100% deterministic. The algorithm is in POLYNOMIAL
TIME, therefore much faster than even the probabilistic
algorithms. Meganet Corporation have implemented the
algorithm in an ANSI C application running on a single CPU
450 MHz PC Computer. 

The major breakthrough solves a 400 year old mathematical 
problem -- how to positively identify a prime number 
without spending exponential time in dividing the number 
by all the primes up to its root. The solution Meganet 
Corporation have developed is based on a newly designed 
Mathematical Sequence called the T-Sequence. Once
a number is transformed to the T-Sequence, its quadratic
residue has definitive characteristics if it's a prime
number that can be easily determined in polynomial time by
performing a binary decomposition.

Meganet Corporation is the developer of Virtual Matrix 
Encryption, which is the strongest available encryption 
product in the market, including the PROVEN unbreakable 
Virtual Matrix Algorithm and a 1 MILLION BIT SYMMETRIC KEY. 
The retail product is sold nationwide for over 8 months now, 
and the ongoing $1,200,000.00 challenge to break VME is 
at it's 8th month with no challenger. The challenges 
emphasizes Meganet Corporation's confidence that
VME is an unbreakable algorithm.

http://www.meganet.com 

--------------------------------------------------------------


Book review extract:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_The Great Shame, a history of 19th century nationalist Ireland_
Thomas Keneally, 1998.

William Smith O'Brien, the aristocratic Fenian leader, may 
have fallen in love with a 12-year-old girl while he was 
exiled in an Australian convict station. 

The claim is made in The Great Shame, a history of 19th
century nationalist Ireland by Thomas Keneally, who won the
Booker prize in 1982 for Schindler's Ark. 

O'Brien, who is commemorated by a statue in Dublin, joins a
long list of republicans whose reputations have been
damaged after their deaths. Sir Roger Casement, executed
for trying to help the 1916 rebels, was discredited when
the British government circulated diaries which showed 
him to have been a promiscuous homosexual.

A recent biography of W. B. Yeats accused Major John 
McBride, also executed after the Easter rising, of 
molesting his daughter.

Keneally's book reveals that, while in exile off the coast
of Van Diemen's Land (now Tasmania) in 1850, O'Brien was
allegedly spotted engaging in a lewd act with the daughter 
of his jailer.

O'Brien, a Protestant who had been raised in Dromoland
Castle, Co Clare, was a Clare MP. He had been sent to Maria
Island after he was convicted for high treason for his part
in leading the 1848 rising by the Young Ireland movement.

He was sentenced to death, but this was commuted to
transportation and with eight other political prisoners he
was shipped to the penal colony in 1849. 

At Darlington probation station on Maria Island he became
friendly with the local superintendent, Lapham, a Kildare
man. According to Keneally, on July 18, 1850, a convict
called Hamerton observed O'Brien through a telescope with 
Susan Lapham, who was 12 or 13. They were "embracing in 
an enclosed back garden on the sea side of the Lapham
residence". 

Hamerton told Dr Smart, the surgeon on the island,: "I 
saw Smith O'Brien reclining on a garden seat and Miss
Susan was close to him. I positively declare I saw
O'Brien's flies open in front and that I saw Miss Susan's
hand in his trousers. Smith O'Brien had on his cloak and
tried to conceal himself by drawing it around him... I
have seen them kissing. I have repeatedly seem them
together after dark."

Hamerton's story was supported by another convict, Rogerson, 
who claimed he ran to tell the girl's mother: "I told her 
to call her daughter from O'Brien immediately from the garden 
or she would be ruined." 

O'Brien later said in a letter to Smart that the doctor had
"brought into question the name of a young lady... by
giving countenance to the reports of a mischief maker who I
understand states that he saw through a telescope doings
which he could not have seen had he been within 10 yards.
... but as this want of prudery arose from a kindly desire
to mitigate the loneliness of my solitude, you ought to be
the last person to condemn it."

O'Brien was never found guilty of molesting the girl and
Keneally has doubts: "There were never any further
accusations at any other time of O'Brien's life, and at 
first hearing it was hard to believe that a man of such 
punctiliousness and stubbornness of will could have so 
betrayed the Laphams." However, O'Brien confided to
his journal: "It is beyond measure painful to one who is
sincerely desirous to do right... to feel that he has
been led by the frailties of his nature into acts which
have brought with them consequences not only disastrous to
himself but most detrimental to others."

Keneally himself is descended from John Kenealy, who served
time as a political prisoner in Western Australia. His wife
is descended from Hugh Larkin, a Galway man transported for
life in 1833 for membership of a secret agrarian society.
The book tells the stories of both men. 

--

New book:

Dr. Hans Renders 
_Biography of Jan Hanlo_
Amsterdam 1998. 

This is a thesis. Jan Hanlo is considered by many literary people 
the most important Dutch pedophile poet and writer of this century. 
I happen to have known him quite well. We were together for a 
short period in a German transit camp in German-occupied Holland, 
before being sent to Germany for forced labour (1943). Discussions 
on pedophilia are in the book. 

Many new, mostly unknown details; for example the castration of
"perverts" until approximately 1966, here in the Netherlands in 
Roman Catholic clinics.  Hanlo was himself castrated. He died in 
1969. The book is an absolute must for us. 

I wish you success with your important work in 1999.

'Your anonymous informant in the Netherlands'

--

_Moral Panic: Changing Concepts of the Child Molester in Modern 
America._  By Philip Jenkins. Yale University Press (1998)

THE EMERGENCE OF THE CHILD MOLESTER as Public Enemy Number One -- or,
conversely, as an image for hip audiences to snicker over -- is the
topic of [...] Moral Panic: Changing Conceptions of the Child 
Molester in Modern America by Philip Jenkins (who teaches history 
and religious studies at Penn State), and examines how American 
society has responded to pedophilia over the past century. The 
author sifts through an enormous volume of evidence, and his tone 
is as sober as a judge.

He suggests that concern with the sexual abuse of children
has developed in waves over the past century or so. In each case, 
public awareness has gone through a kind of cycle -- from reluctant
awareness of the problem, to increased public attention, then to 
a period of intense fascination and horror culminating in the 
demand that the government move in to act decisively.

Jenkins argues that we have, for some time now, been in the final stages
of the cycle. The expression "moral panic," which gives the book its
title, is a sociological term. Those who coined it define moral panic as
a state in which public reaction to a problem "is out of all proportions
to the actual threat offered, when 'experts' perceive the threat in all
but identical terms ... [and] when the media representations universally
stress 'sudden and dramatic' increases (in numbers involved or events)
and 'novelty,' above and beyond that which a sober, realistic appraisal
could sustain."

What makes Moral Panic absorbing is not so much Jenkins' diagnosis of
the present situation as his careful reconstruction of how medical and
legal institutions came to recognize and understand the existence of
molestation. "In the opening years of the twentieth century," he writes,
"social and medical investigators argued convincingly that American
children were being molested and raped in numbers far higher than had
been imagined ... By 1910, social investigators were confirming the
worst speculations about the prevalence of child sexual molestation, and
panic about sex killers and perverts became acute about 1915." A similar
pattern of increased attention and growing anxiety ran from the late
1930s through the early 1950s.

Conceptions of the nature and extent of sexual abuse changed from decade
to decade. Extensive documentation -- from social-scientific works,
newspaper stories, and mass entertainment forms like crime novels and
film -- undermines the impression that pedophilia was only recognized a
short time ago. Particularly striking are the parallels between the
early years of the century and the present day: "In a foretaste of the
1970s and 1980s," Jenkins writes of the Progressive era, "feminists
allied with therapists, social workers, and moral reformers in order to
defend children, and the new ideas were promulgated by a
sensationalistic media." The wave of concern that peaked in the late
1940s brought with it demands -- also heard lately -- that sex offenders
be turned over to more or less permanent psychiatric hospitalization.

Following earlier patterns, the cycle of attention, anxiety, and
legislation that began in the late 1970s ought to have burnt itself out
by now. Clearly it has not. And some of the bogus "data" afloat about
the menace suggests that "panic" is just the right word. "Far from
marking a new era of indifference," Jenkins writes, "the year 1995 
was characterized by the furor over sex predator statutes and the 
fear of cyberstalkers. The cycle has been broken in the modern era, 
when child abuse has become part of our enduring cultural landscape, 
a metanarrative with the potential for explaining all social 
and personal ills."

[...]

-----------------------------------------------------------




Feature article:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Title: The Beast, the Family and the Innocent Children

Source: Trouble & Strife - the radical feminist magazine
December 1997

_The Beast, the Family and the Innocent Children_

Of the acres of newspaper space discussing the killings in Dunblane,
very little was feminist, and analysis seemed to consist merely of pop
psychology about Hamilton's motives and upbringing. Sue Scott and Linda
Watson-Brown look at the fairytale elements of the press coverage and
ask whether an emotional response to an event precludes a feminist
analysis.

What is the difference between 'normal' men and killers? To ask these
questions, it seems to us, is to ask something about men -- or more
precisely, about the construction of masculine sexuality in our culture.
(Deborah Cameron and Liz Frazer The Lust to Kill. p35)

 When I'm with you
 I want to be the kind of hero
 I wanted to be
 when I was seven years old
 a perfect man
 who kills 

   (Leonard Cohen)

Once upon a time a gunman entered the Primary School in the pretty
little city of Dunblane, with its 'closely knit community' and opened
fire on a class of five-year-olds. As the world now knows, Thomas
Hamilton ultimately killed sixteen children, their teacher, and himself.
Hamilton's actions -- and his legal possession of four guns -- initiated
a staggering media furore and public response. Such was the reaction
that emotion completely overtook analysis. We were both at the time
working very close to Dunblane -- this proximity has made this piece
rather more difficult to write than might otherwise have been the case
and, in part, explains why it is only now being written, more than a
year after the event. In the immediate aftermath we were given the
strong impression that analysis was out of bounds -- the only proper
response was seen to be an emotional one and one in which the proper
emotions were displayed. Of course what happened was appalling, of
course we felt sick at the thought of it. It would have been inhuman not
to be shocked and saddened by such carnage, especially when wrought on
small children. There is however something deeply problematic about the
tabloid press telling us how we should feel -- such manipulation of our
feelings should not be confused with a genuinely shared response. The
kind of response which was being generated seemed to us to produce
sentimentality, anxiety and powerlessness, turning us all into victims.
We feel strongly that emotions should not be separated from ideas and
analysis so, despite having been told that what happened that day in
Dunblane is beyond analysis and too sensitive to write about, we want to
encourage feminist analysis both of the event and the response to it. At
the same time as being appalled by the tragedy we were angered by many
aspects of the response: Why was there such emphasis on the individual
killer, as maniac/animal, and none on his gender? Why was it assumed
that all the children were 'safe' until Hamilton happened along? Why was
the reporting so fundamentally homophobic? Why was it assumed that only
parents can care about children? In what follows we will explore the
ways in which what we saw as the key themes in the response to Dunblane:
the killer as beast, the family as 'normal' or 'deviant' and children as
innocent.

The Beast

The murderer, Thomas Hamilton, was immediately labelled evil, a madman,
a psychopath. Of course the idea of the murderer as a maniac, a beast, a
fiend, or a monster is not a new one, but what is of interest here are
the materials out of which the beast is constructed, by whom, and for
what purpose. The media emphasis was on explaining the crime entirely
through the individual who committed it. Hence, the many and detailed
unfolding stories relating to Thomas Hamilton, the 'Why?' headlines, and
the personalised reminiscences of those touched by his existence.
There was a strongly 'religious' theme running through the early
discourse of the Dunblane massacre which drew on metaphors of 'good' and
'evil'. The idea that Hamilton was so bad, so decayed, so different from
the rest of his community was prevalent. The stereotypes well-documented
by feminists from the Peter Sutcliffe/Yorkshire Ripper case onwards,
were once again presented to us as fact. Thus, Thomas Hamilton was
described as 'the evil monster' (Sunday Mail 17/03/96), 'a twisted
madman' (Daily Record 16/03/96), and an 'evil psycho' (Daily Record
14/03/96). He was referred to as 'madman', a 'ticking timebomb of a
spree killer' (Daily Record 13/03/96), and, a 'crazed gunman' (Daily
Record 14/03/96). These terms are from a familiar lexicon which is
applied in situations such as these and parallels were drawn with
Michael Ryan and the Hungerford massacre. This emphasis on evil and/or
madness appears to be necessary in order to create the maximum distance
between the killer and the rest of society, which is by implication made
up of 'normal' people. Thus a cordon sanitaire is created between 'us'
and 'them'. The fact that 'they' are usually 'he' is rarely made
explicit. This process, of course, further serves to pathologise the
killer to the point where it is difficult to imagine anything other than
an entirely individual explanation. In this case, however, it was
insufficient to provide psychopathological diagnoses. The crime was
defined as so awful that the perpetrator must have been sub-human.
'[A]nimal brutality and lack of remorse continue to function as marks of
the beast [...] There has also developed a distinctive vocabulary
reinforcing this picture of the sex-killer as a subhuman, lust-crazed
demon: its keywords are maniac, beast, fiend and monster...' (Deborah
Cameron and Liz Frazer The Lust to Kill, p41)

We were faced with a situation which, if not beyond belief, was
portrayed as beyond analysis -- evil and madness were presented as
explanations, but evil beyond hope of redemption and madness with no
hope of a cure. This was not the language of modernity -- there was no
space for expert help or scientific explanation -- this was the language
of myth and legend. The act was beyond reason, thus the only legitimate
response was an emotional one. We should have realised, we should have
acted, but we were all held in thrall -- like the citizens of Hamlyn
watching the children disappear behind the pied piper!

In Thomas Hamilton's case however, we were, as early as the third news
bulletin, offered a further explanation -- members of the 'community'
labelling Hamilton as 'sleazy and strange', a 'weirdo', 'a
sleazebucket', and 'a dangerous pervert' (Daily Record 14/03/96). What
emerged from this discussion was that Hamilton's private life -- as a
'fat, balding 43-year-old, who spoke with a posh Scottish accent' (Daily
Record 14/03/96) -- revealed innuendo represented as fact. Later,
legitimate concerns did arise about his treatment of young boys in clubs
he ran, but in the first days after the event 'Neighbours told how
Hamilton entertained male visitors at his home'; 'Most callers were in
their 30s... I never saw a woman. The men would often stay for a couple
of hours or more. I don't know what they got up to' (Daily Record
14/03/96). No tenuous or superficial stereotype was too weak for this
angle -- 'There was something sleazy and smarmy about him -- he had
extremely clean hands' (Daily Record 14/03/96). Even Hamilton's 'single'
status was used to condemn him.

The mark of the beast was, of course, clearly visible with hindsight and
in fact many, including the police and local MPs were chastised or
berated themselves for not having predicted and averted disaster. This
is in itself a profoundly problematic response: it is always relatively
easy to re-construct the narrative when the end of the story is known.
Reliance on such accounts suggests that it is possible to read
'potential murderer' from the activities and characteristics ascribed to
Hamilton. While we are by no means attempting to justify Hamilton's
prior or ultimate behaviour, we would suggest that the elision of
homosexuality and paedophilia and, in turn, paedophilia and murder is
highly problematic. The image presented of Hamilton as an animal who was
driven wild by being kept away from his prey -- feeds, dangerously, into
the still popular stereotype of the homosexual as a 'child molester'.

The Family

There have been a number of ways in which the notion of 'family' has
been represented in the aftermath of Dunblane the main ones being: the
importance of the 'normal' family, the dangers resulting from the
'deviant' family and the community as an extension of the family. From
the first news bulletins parents (ungendered) were drawn into a network
of common understanding and common grief -- it was clearly stated that
all parents would understand and, that by implication, that those who
were not parents could not. An idealised picture of family life in
Dunblane was set against Hamilton's own family background which was
portrayed as aberrant to say the least. We were presented with tabloid
psychoanalysis as it was revealed that his parents had separated before
his birth, and that Hamilton's father had not seen him for over forty
years. Under a headline 'I wish my son had never been born', Mr Hamilton
senior said, 'I'm sorry I planted the seed that created him' (Daily
Record 15/03/96). Hamilton's father then insisted he had nothing to do
with the child's upbringing -- this was presented as a claim for
absolution rather than cause for condemnation. This illustrates one of
the many contradictions in the piece -- Hamilton was depicted as both
intrinsically bad and also as the product of a strange upbringing. The
media were having it both ways, blaming nurture as well as nature,
grasping at any plausible or implausible straw to explain the seemingly
inexplicable. After his father's desertion, Hamilton was adopted by his
maternal grandparents, and grew up believing his mother to be his
sister. This tale of family irregularity was completed with the
revelation that 'Bizarrely, they [his grand-parents] had also adopted
Agnes herself [his mother]' (Daily Record 15/03/96). Thus, we can see an
implicit suggestion that, in situations where families are 'unnatural',
evil will out. Hamilton's mother was, of course, singled out for blame
with such 'revelations' as, 'Mother is a gun film fan... [she] adores
violent movies... and even has a budgie named after Death Wish star
Charles Bronson' (Daily Record 15/03/96). If it were really so easy for
women to influence men the world might be a different place!

The geographical specificity of the story was also much exploited. From
the outset, there was a sense of disbelief, not just at what had
happened, but in relation to where it had happened. Amongst stories of
the 'community's anguish' (Daily Record 15/03/96), we were told, 'It is
inconceivable that a tragedy like this could have occurred in this
country and particularly in Dunblane' (Daily Record 15/03/96).
Similarly, [the racist] 'you usually expect these things in Miami or 
the Bronx' (Daily Record 13/03/96), but not 'a very Scottish town in 
the very centre of Scotland' (Sunday Mail 17/03/96 editorial). 
Big cities were by implication imbued with danger -- haunted by 
spectres of crime and violence -- suffering from the loss of 
community. The 'community' of Dunblane became globally symbolic -- 
it was a place where many commuter-families lived, parents were said 
to have moved there, often from inner-city Glasgow, for the benefits
they perceived in raising their children in a small, 'close-knit' 
area. This romanticised story of a small Scottish town reads rather 
like nostalgia for the imagined community of Tannoch Brae. But 
the boundaries had been breached by an outsider -- much was made of 
the fact that Hamilton came from nearby Stirling -- and an alternative
symbolism was required to repair the
breach. The twin pillars of church and family were invoked then to
provide the strength to ward off further evil. Faith had been shaken,
but not abandoned and Dunblane Cathedral became a symbol of strength
offering the support which the community needed to go on. The clergy
were called upon, from all sides, to give a 'clear' moral and spiritual
lead in the aftermath of the tragedy. We were presented with nostalgia
for a world, based on moral absolutes, in which the church, Christian,
of course, is the final arbiter: a world which, we are often told, has
been lost -- eroded by immorality, family breakdown and of course
feminism.

Innocent children

The dominant discourse of childhood in the twentieth century has been
woven around images of innocence with increasing emphasis latterly on
children as innocent victims. While we would not wish to underplay the
very real abuses of power which occur between adults and children, or to
deny children's rights to be protected from such abuse, we would suggest
that the abuses of power are reinforced rather than disrupted by
representations of children as angelic and powerless, Also, as Jenny
Kitzinger points out, the symbolic use of innocence to provoke public
reactions to child abuse can backfire: 'the notion of childhood
innocence is a source of titillation for abusers. A glance at
pornography leaves little doubt that innocence is a sexual commodity.'

There is also a parallel discourse of children as unruly, even evil,
very popular in the nineteenth century and increasingly invoked in the
context of events such as the murder of James Bulger. In the reporting
after Dunblane, however, it was as if the media had total amnesia -- and
children were equated with angels. Even as we write a request has been
issued that we 'light a candle for the angels' to mark the first
anniversary of the murders in Dunblane. While lighting candles may have
symbolic value, the failure to focus on the humanity of children is
unhelpful. Both views of children, as 'little angels' or 'little devils'
are problematic and serve to separate them off from the 'real world' of
adults -- who have the power to define. The images of childhood
presented to us in the aftermath of Dunblane were redolent with
evocations of an idealised childhood filled with loving parents and
siblings, sunny classrooms, Clarks sandals and teddy bears. The result
was a reification of a particular white, middle-class, British,
childhood which potentially renders all other versions problematic, and
conceals the nightmare of many children's lives behind such a facade.

The anxiety which events such as Dunblane generate also serves,
potentially, to curtail children's activities in ways which may restrict
their potential for autonomy and their opportunities to develop the
necessary skills to cope with the world. Although the parents of the 16
children who died could hardly be found guilty of having sent them to
school -- other parents, and especially mothers, will be seen as
culpable if they allow their children some independence and harm comes
of it. However, as we well know, the major risks to children come from
abuse from men who are known to them, men driving cars and accidents in
the home. Having said this, it is important to stress that children are
not safe anywhere simply by virtue of the context-- surely the mythology
of home and school as intrinsically 'safe havens' should have been
exploded. The reporting of Dunblane, rather than taking seriously the
balance of risks to children, simply served to reinforce the myth of
Stranger-Danger -- back to the pied piper and the wicked ogre!

Feminism not fairytales

A not insignificant aspect of the Dunblane story has been that so many
of the spokespeople in the aftermath of the event have been women. Women
were given a platform, as mothers, as legitimate representatives of the
private sphere, of the emotional realm and often of moral conservatism.
Women were seen to be the voice of the community -- but only because the
tragedy had involved children. The voice of feminism has, on the other
hand, been largely silent. The individualism of the media reporting
allowed no space for a feminist analysis of male violence or for a more
collective and social response to it. Of course as feminists we must
rail against sexual abuse and sexual murder, but we must also rail
against accounts which suggests, however elliptically, that all
non-heterosexual desire is potentially mad, bad and dangerous. The
conflation, by the media, of Hamilton's violence with his sexual
orientation is, we suggest, overly simplistic and avoids any analysis of
power. Most violence is perpetrated upon women and children by
heterosexual men -- the common thread here surely is gender not
sexuality.

The homophobia of much of the media reporting, coupled with the
implication that only parents could really understand, fuels the myth
that those who do not have children are at best emotionally stunted and
at worst potential predators. As feminists we must continue to support
those women who choose not to be mothers (as well as those who are
mothers). We should argue for children to have the opportunity to form
social relationships with adults other than their parents. Otherwise we
reinforce the notion of the fairytale family. The implication of the
reporting and the effect of the anxiety which it generated is that the
home is once again reified as a safe haven. The outside world thus comes
to be seen as too dangerous for children. This line of thinking is
deeply problematic for women who are in no position, even should they
wish to be so, to spend 24 hours a day watching over their children, but
who will be seen as responsible for keeping them safe. It is not a very
big step from here back to a view of the public realm as too dangerous
for women -- the safest place is in the home! But as feminists we know
better than to fall for that old story.

As we have pointed out earlier the response engendered by the media was
a major outpouring of emotion. Of course feminists have long argued that
emotion has an important and legitimate place in everyday life so we
would not wish to condemn such legitimisation out of hand. However, the
orchestration of public grief which renders us passive and unable to
politicise the situation tends to produce more victims. It must be
possible, even in the face of the greatest abomination, to be sad and
angry and to act for change. There was evidence of this in relation to
the campaigns for gun law reform, but, important though this issue is,
without an analysis of gender and masculinity we are in danger of
avoiding the key issue. Indeed, the ensuing debate about the reform of
the 'gun laws' has been entirely gender free.

Media accounts, following the massacre in Dunblane, failed entirely to
make any connection between what occurred and male violence more
generally. By labelling Thomas Hamilton a beast it was possible to
abdicate from any social responsibility for legitimating problematic
aspects of male behaviour. Such a position made it possible to
perpetrate the myth of an ideal world of happy families who must be
protected from the present day equivalent of trolls, giants, wolves and
other monsters who manage to break through the stockade. Feminists
should not be silenced by such fairytales; we need all our energy,
emotional and analytic, to continue the struggle against real threats 
in the everyday/everynight world.

--------------------------------------------------------------------



Three new pedo mailing-lists:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

A small pedo Spirituality Mailing List has started.  You have to 
be invited to join - those actively working on personal spiritual
enlightenment are now invited to participate in this new
mailing list. 

--

A Dutch-language Ped Mailing List started last week. 
Thirty messages in the first 6 days suggest this new born 
Dutch baby will grow quickly. It's a CHILD (male/female) 
Lover's Mailing List, while the website in preparation 
will be still broader in scope. The Mailing List, among 
other matters, will discuss the content of the Dutch bl 
website, which is still in preparation. A Foundation to 
oversee this website has already been established, but some
administrative procedures are yet to be completed before 
it can get its own domain name on the web. But even after 
all the administrative details have been completed, we 
still have to collectively discuss the content of the website.

--

New 'transactional analysis' pedo mailing-list:

The list is posted on the Onelist Website as being available 
"for adults who have unhealthy feelings toward children and 
wish to overcome those feelings through self-analysis."  I would be 
willing to accept members who do not agree that sexual feelings toward 
children are "unhealthy," provided that those members are sincerely 
interested in self-analysis.

Every message posted to the list comes to me first, so there is no 
danger of the list receiving a message which I disapprove of.  There
is no official FAQ, but I should be easy to get along with if a 
list member follows these few simple rules:

-- Relevant messages only. No spam messages.

-- No childish flame wars.

-- No erotic messages. 
   To join the list:

1. Log into http://www.onelist.com

2. Click on "Find a List"

3. Enter "pedophilia" as a search word and click on "Enter"

4. Click on the entry entitled "pedophilia"

---------------------------------------------------------------



ends
